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MASSACHUSETTS.

Arthur C. Lombard, South Ashburnham,
William H. Plerce, Winchendon.

MICHIGAN,

George E. Dewey, Shelby,
Francis McElroy, Lapeer.
Fred G. Merriman, Hartford.

MISSISSIPPL.
Thomas W. Wadlow, Gulfport.
NEBRASEA.
Melancthon Scott, South Auburn.
NEVADA.
R. D. Goode, Carson City.
WASHINGTON,
Hugh Eldridge, Bellingham.
Henry A. Rathvon, Marysville.
WEST VIRGINTA.

John F. Lewis, Point Pleasant.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Trauorspay, March 21, 1912.

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
Jowing prayer:

Father in heaven, let Thy blessing descend upon us. Open
our eyes to the truth, and give us the courage and the fortitude
to follow in its wake.

Truth, crushed to earth, shall rise agam—a
The eternal years of God are
But Error, wounded, wrlthes wlth pain,
And dles among his worshipers.

So may we know the truth, assimilate it, live it, and at last
be glorified in it, with the Lord from heaven. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.

CALENDAR FOR UNANIMOUS CONSENT.

The SPEAKER. In a legislative way this is Monday, by
order of the House, and the Clerk will call the first bill on the
TUnanimous Consent Calendar,

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inguiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. RUSSELL. I should like to ask whether a bill that had
not been on the calendar a sufficient length of time last Monday
can be considered to-day?

The SPEAKER. Of course it can.

Mr. RUSSELL. Suppose it was on the calendar only one day
on last Monday.

The SPEAKER. If it has been on the printed calendar three
days, it can be considered.

Mr. RUSSELL. I understood that matters would stand to-
day exactly as they would have stood if these bills had been
considered last Monday, and therefore that they would have to
be on the calendar three days prior to last Monday.

The SPEAKER. The Chair had not thought of that.

Mr. SULLOWAY. To-day was substituted for last Monday
by order of the House.

The SPEAKER. That is true.

Mr. MANN. I suggest to the Speaker that this is not Mon-
day. It seems to me that any bill that has been on the calen-
dar for three days now is in order,

}\Ir. RUSSELL. This is Monday, in contemplation of the
rule.

Mr., NORRIS. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the Speaker
refresh his recollection by having the order read.

The SPEAKER. That is precisely what the Chair is going
to do. The Chair will have the Clerk read it.

The Clerk read as follows:

On motion of Mr. UNDERWOOD, by unanimous consent, Ordered, That
the regular business for Monday, March 18, 1912, be post on until
Thursday, March 21, 1912, (Order agreed to March 16, 1912.)

Mr. NORRIS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I should like to suggest,
if the Speaker will permlt, that under that order a bill on the
Unanimous Consent Calendar that had not been there long
enough on Monday last would not be in order to-day.

Mr. RUSSELL. That is my point.

Mr. NORRIS. A Member might know that a bill had not
been on the calendar long enough on Monday, and he might go
away in the perfect assurance that it could not come up under
unanimous consent. It seems to me that it would not be right
to consider it to-day.
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The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to ask the gentleman
from Nebraska what is the object of this three days' notice,
anyway ?

Mr. NORRIS. I presume the object of the three days’ notice
is to notify the membership generally that at that particular
time some particular bill will be taken up. Now, a man might
have been watching the calendar, intending to object to a bill
on last Monday. If the bill that he wanted to cbject to was
not on the calendar he would give it no further attention, know-
ing that that day had been put over until to-day and that only
what was in order on last Monday would be in order to-day.
It seems to me that what would not be in order on last Monday
ought not to be in order to-day.

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, we can nof make the rules of
the House to suit the convenience of Members who are absent
or who are not informed as to what is on the calendar. The
fact is that to-day is not Monday, but is Thursday; but by an
order of the House matters that would have been in order on
Monday are in order to-day.

Mr. NORRIS. That is correct; matters in order on Monday
would be in order to-day, but matters that were not in order on
Monday would not be in order to-day.

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman is not accurate in his state-
ment. Matters that were in order on Monday are in order
to-day, but the right of matters to be on the calendar is deter-
mined by the fact that they have been there three days prior
to the consideration of the calendar, and the three days is
determined by the physical fact that to-day is Thursday and
not Monday.

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I insist that under the order
of the House matters not in order on Monday would not be in
order to-day. By order of the House to-day was substituted for
Monday, and no prior right can come in over and above what
was in order on that day, and to-day pensions are now in order.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that as soon as we are
through with the Unanimous Consent Calendar, motions to sus-
pend the rules are in order. The recollection of the Chair is
that the gentleman from Missourl [Mr, RusseLr] was the first
Member to apply to the Chair or notify the Chair that he de-
sired to be recognized for a motion to suspend the rules, and the
Chair will carry out the agreement.

Mr. SULLOWAY. That will be entirely satisfactory to me.

The SPEAKER. The consideration of bills by unanimous
consent is an extraordinary proceeding and ought to be con-
ducted with great care. The rule in regard to the Unanimous
Consent Calendar was established because Members thought
they ought to have a right to have a bill taken up by unanimous
consent, whether the Speaker was in favor of it or not. Speaker
Cannon said that it was a great relief to the Speaker, and the
Chair thoroughly agrees with him.

The philosophy of the three days’ notice is that Members shall
have three days’ notice of the fact that unanimous consent is to
be asked to take up certain bills. "When the question was raised
some time ago as to whether Sunday ought to be counted as
part of the three-day period, the Chair ruled that in counting
the three days Sunday was non dies, because there was no
calendar printed on that day, and of course did not give a Mem-
ber notice. The duty of Members is to be here every day and
attend to the business of the House, and the Chair holds that if
a bill has been on the calendar three days prior to to-day it is
in order.

Mr: RODDENBERY rose,

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. RODDENBERY. I rise to present a privileged resolu-
tion under the rules and the Constitution.

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules it out of order.

Mr. RODDENBERY. I will send it to the Clerk’s desk, that
it may be pending.

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that
the gentleman from Georgia has not been recognized.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not been recognized for
that purpose. The rule says that immediately after reading the
Journal the Unanimous Consent Calendar shall be called, and
although the gentleman applied to the Speaker to be recognized
to offer the privileged resolution, the Speaker refuses to allow
that to be done.

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, I submit that under the
rules of the House and the Constitution this resolution is in
order, although there may be a special order, although it may be
Unanimous Consent Calendar day, and although there may -be
other preferential motions,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's remedy is by an appeal
from the decision of the Chair.

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, I appeal from the decision
of the Chair, and upon that appeal I desire to be heard.
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Mr. SHERLEY. I move to lay the appeal on the table.
Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the appeal.

INVESTIGATION OF WATER RESOURCES,

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first bill.
The Clerk read as follows:
A bill (H. R, 9056) to continue the Investigation of water resources.

The Clerk read the bill at length.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill? 1

Mr. MANN. I reserve the right to object.

Mr. PAGE. I object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina objects
and the bill will be stricken from the calendar. The Clerk
will report the next bill. E

CONDEMNED CANNON TO ARMY AND NAVY UNION.

The next bill on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was
H. J. Res. 239, authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver a
condemned cannen to the Army and Navy Union, United States
of Ameriea. '

The Clerk read Flouse joint resolution 239, as follows:

Resolved, etc., That the Becretary of War is hereby authorized to de-
liver to the order of Charles H. Baxter, first vice president of the Army
and Navy Union, United States of America, one dismounted bronze
ecannon used in the Civil War, to be used by the Army and Navy Union
for the purpose of furnishing official badges of the order: Provided,
That no expense shall be caused to the United States through the de-
livery of said eondemned cannon.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the House joint resolution?

There was no objection.

The House joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and
read a third time, was read the third time, and passed.

REGULATION OF FEES AND COSTS IN THE DISTRICT COURTS OF THE
UNITED STATES.

The next bill on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was the
bill (H. R. 19418) to amend section 5 of an act entitled “An act
to regulate fees and costs, and for other purposes,” approved
February 22, 1875.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That section 5 of an act entitled “An act to -
late fees and costs, and for other purpeses,” approved February 22,
1875, be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows:
“8pe. 5. That if any clerk any district court of the United States
ghall willfully refuse or neglect to make any report, certificate, state-
ment, or othér docnment required by law to be by him made, or shall
willfully refuse or neglect to forward any such report, certificate, state-
ment, or document to the department, officer, or to whom by
law the same should be forwarded, the President of the United States
is empowered, and it is hereby made his duty in every such case, to
remove such clerk so offendlng from office by an order in writing for
that purpose; and the President mag also at any time, by llke order
made after hearing, remove such clerk for neglect of duty, malfeasance
And upen the Fmentntlnn of such order, or a
copy thereof, authenticated by the Attorney General of the United
States, to the judge of the court whereof such offender is clerk, such
clerk shall thereupon be deemed to be out of office and shall not exer-
clse the functions thereef, and such district judge shall appoint a sue-
eessor. Such person so removed shall not be eligible to any appeint-
ment as clerk or deputy clerk for the period of two years next after such
removal.”
Spe. 2. That all acts Inconsistent with the provislons of this act are
hereby repealed. x

The following eommittee amendments were read:

First, In page 2, line 5, strike out the words “ neglect of duty ™ and
insert in lieu thereof the words "misap_proprlatlun of any money com-
ing into his hands as such or for other. i

cond. In page d2;“111:11;“6. sté-ike out the words *“or Inefficiency,” so
the clause as amen will read : .

“And the President algo at any t!me‘t by like order made after
hearing, remove such clerk for misappropriation of any money coming
into his hands as such or for other malfeasance in office.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of this bill?
. There was no objection.
Mr. CLAY'FON. Mr. Speaker, on December 21 last the Presi-
dent said in his message to Congress:

The report of the Attorney General skews that he has subjected to
close exi?t?inatton the accounts of the clerks of the Federal courts;
that he has found a good many which disclose irregularities or dis-
honesty ; but that he has had considerable difficulty in securing an
effective prosecution or removal of the clerks thus derelict. I am cer-
tainly not unduly prejudiced against the Federal courts, but the fact is
that the long and confidential relations which glrow out of the tenure
for life on the part of the judge and the practical tenure for life on the

rt of the clerk are not calculated to secure the striciness of dea

the ju with the clerk in respect to his fees and accounts w!
assures in the clerk's conduct a freedom from overcharges and careless-
ness, The relationship between the ju and the clerk makes it un-
graclous for members of the bar to mm[g in of the clerk or for depart-
ment examiners to make charges a?.l.m him to be heard the court,
and an order of removal of a clerk and a judgment for the rmm
of fees are in some cases reluctantly entered by the gud . For
reason I recommend an amendment to the law whereby the President
shall be given power to remove the clerks for cause. This provision
::ead not interfere with the right of the judge to appoint his clerk or
0 remove

in office, or inefficiency.

It was in pursuance of that recommendation of the President
of the United States that this bill was drawn, and it was drawn
s0 as to enlarge the President's power of removal under exist-
ing law. Under existing law—that is, under the act of Feb-
ruary 18, 1875—the power 'of the President in such case was as
folllows:

That if any clerk of any district or circuit court of the United States
shall willfully refuse or neglect to make amy report, rectificate, state-
ment, or other document required by law to beeg_: him made, or shall
willfully refuse or neglect to forward any such report, certificate, state-
ment, or document to the department, officer, or person to whom, by
law, the same shounld be forwarded, the President of the United States
is empowered, and it is hereby made his duty, in every such case, to
remove such clerk so offending from office by an order in writing for
that purpose.

We propose in this bill to enlarge the power of the President
to remove the clerk for misappropriation of any moneys coming
into his hands as such clerk, or for other malfeasance in office.
The bill as I originally introduced it read in this way—

:fé‘l&g;e such clerk for neglect of duty, malfeasance in office, or ineffi-

However, when we had the matter under consideration by
the whole committee, having had suggestions, I may say, from
some of the judges, the committee concluded to adopt the
language which has been reported in the bill under considera-
tion by way of amendment, so that the President shall have
the power to remove such clerk for misappropriation of any
moneys coming into his hands as such clerk or for other mal-
feasance in office. I may say that my attention has been called
to the necessity for this legislation in several ways. I need not
specify them here, but the information has come to me that
there are about 20 clerks or more who have moneys in their
hands for which they have refused to account. In other words,
it seems that some of them have misappropriated—perhaps em-
bezzled—money in their hands, and there is no power resting
in the President of the United States to remove them for that
reason. This bill simply enlarges the present law, so that in
such cases where the clerk has failed to properly account for
money, or has misappropriated money, or has money in his
hands which he fails to turn over, the President can remove the
clerk from office. ;

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for
a question?

Mr. OLAYTON. Certainly.

Mr. OLMSTED. I notice that the bill as originally intro-
duced by the gentleman from Alabama provided that a clerk
might be removed for neglect of duty or for inefficiency, but
those provisions are proposed to be stricken out. How, then,
will a clerk be disposed of if meglectful of duty or inefficient?

Mr. CLAYTON. This is a matter which is left with the
judge. The judge can remove him for neglect of duty and for
inefficiency. The President can remove him under existing law
if he neglects to make any report, certificate, statement, or
other document required by law to be made by him. That
leaves his removal for mere negleet of duty or inefliciency, what-
ever that may mean, with the judge, as it is left with him now.
By this bill we merely add this provision to the law, that the
President may remove the clerk for misappropriation of any
moneys coming into his hands as such clerk and for other mal-
feasance in office.

Mr. OLMSTED. Can not the judge now remove him for mis-
appropriation of funds?

Mr. CLAYTON. The judge can; but the President called the
attention of Congress to the difficulty in his message, which I
read and which I hope the gentleman heard.

Alr. OLMSTED. I am quite in favor of that; but I wonld
like to extend the power so that he might remove for neglect
of duty or for inefficiency, as the gentleman provided in his
bill as originally drawn.

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I will say that the committee
unanimously agreed to the bill as presented here in the report,
and therefore I can not agree to the suggestica which has just
been made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. OLMSTED. I think the gentleman’'s bill was better be-
fore the committee amended it.

Mr., CLAYTON. Perhaps so. It was more far-reaching, but
the committee was not willing to go that far; and I may say
that the committee was informed of the views of the Depart-
ment of Justice, and was also informed of the views of some
of the judges in respect to the matter. The committee thought
that perhaps “neglect of duty” or *inefficiency ™ were terms
subject to too much latitude of construction, and thought it
safer and better to meet the exigency to which the President of
the United States called attention in his message, viz, cases
where the clerks have money in their hands or have embezzled
money and have not been removed, and so framed the Inw as
to have it fit the specific evil which the President mentions in
his message of December 21,
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Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. CLAYTON. Certainly. =

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr, Speaker, it was very difficult to
hear over here while the chairmar of the Committee on the
Judiciary was addressing the House. I want to say that I un-
derstood the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CrayToN] to say
that there were a number of cases which came to the attention
of some of the authorities showing that there was a withhold-
ing of public moneys by clerks of courts, and that there were
cages of embezzlement in the Federal eourts by clerks. Is
that so?

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes; and the President called atttention to
it in his message of December 21 last, an excerpt from which I
have just read to the House.

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. What I want to know is this: Does the
gentleman from Alabama know any reason why the Department
of Justice did not reguest the judge to remove the clerk who
had embezzled moneys?

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the inguniry made
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Gorprogre], I beg to say
that the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary has no
information as to what request the Attorney General may or
may not have made of any judge of any Federal court any-
where in respect to the conduct of any particular clerk. The
chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary knows that his
attention was directed to this matter by the message of the
President of the United States, sent to Congress on December
21 last. He also knows by communication with the Attorney
General that it is alleged there are some clerks who have not
acccounted for public funds in their hands, and who may have
embezzled public funds.

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. They ought to be punished.

Mr. CLAYTON. I thank the gentleman for the suggestion.
I may say to the gentleman that I have taken him into iy full
confidence and given him all the possible information that I
have on the subject. I may say that I have given the gentle-
man the reasons for this legislation. The President is right in
his recommendation, the Attorney General was right in his
suggestions to me that the legislation was proper; the commit-
tee, I think, was right in presenting this bill, and I came to the
conclusion that the changes in the modifications suggested to
the committee, which are incorporated in the shape of the com-
mittee amendments, are proper, and I hope the bill in its
present form will pass.

Mr. DAVENPORT. Mr. Speaker, I dislike very much to take
issue with the Judiciary Committee or disagree with them upon
the proposition, but I am opposed to the provisions of this bill.
I am opposed to giving the President of the United States the
power to remove an officer whom he does not appoint. I say
if the judges who create the district clerks have not the man-
hood and the moral courage to remove them, pass some kind
of a drastie measure that will remove the judges. It is too far
from the szat of the court and is giving to the President more
power than he should have. Whether any gentleman on this
floor agrees with me on that proposition or not, I do say it is
a bad law, in my judgment, te pass; it is a bad law to place
upon the statute books, whereby the President is given the
power to remove a man who is not his appointee. 1 know in
some instances that it has been urged, and 1 know in some

"cases the clerks have been influenced by loeal surroundings,
and, in my judgment, that is what this bill will give to the
President—the power; and if the clerk does not do as they
want him to do in some places they will make some report
against him, and upon investigation the clerk will be removed
by the President. I say let us give to tha power that appoints

e clerk the power to remove him.

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, just one word in reply. This
does not add anything to the power now vested in the Presi-
dent, except it allows him to remove a clerk from offica for
misappropriation of moneys coming into his hands as- such, or
for other malfeasance in office; and I think it is entirely right
and proper, and the President states the embarrassment that
arises in such cases and why clerks who are embezzlers have
not been removed. I think this power can safely be intrusted
to the President; I think it could be safely intrusted to any
President, and I am sure that it can be intrusted to the pres-
ent occupant of the White House, and I am sure that it can be
intrusted to the next cecupant of the White House, whether it
is my colleagpe from Alabama or the present occupant of the
Spenker's chair. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

In pagc 2, line 5, strike out the words * ne%lect of duty " and insert

lieu thereof the words misapproprl.ltton of any moneys coming into
hands as such or for other.”

The queshon was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

In page 2, line G, strike out the words * or inefliciency,” so the clause
as amended will read: “And the President may also at any time, by like
order made after bhearing, remove such clerk for misappropriation of
any moneys i to his hands as such or for other malfeasance in
office.” |

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. CrayToN, his motion to reconsider the vote
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE,

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks,
announced that the Senate had passed with amendments bill of
the House of Representatives of the following title, in which
the concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested :

H. R. 20111. An act making appropriations for fortifications
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for
other purposes.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills
and joint resolution of the following titles, in which the con-
currence of the House of Representatives was requested :

8. 5045. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions to
certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows
and dependent relatives of such scldiers and sailors;

8. 5193. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions to
certain soldiers and sailors of Lhe Civil War and certain widows
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors;

8. J. Res, 90. Joint resolution to authorize Capt. John W.
Gulick, United States Army, to accept a position under the Gov-
ernment of the Republic of Chile; and

8.5718. An act to aunthorize the Secretary of the Interior to
secure for the United States title to patented lands in the Yo-
semite National Park, and for other purposes.

BENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED.

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolution
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker’s tabie and
referred to their appropriate commitiees, as indicated below :

8. 5045. An act granting pensions and increase of pensiops to
certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions,

8. 5193, An act granting pensions and increase of pensions to
certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

8.J. Res, 80. Joint resolution to authorize Capt. John W.
Gulick, United States Army, to accept a position under the Gov-
ernment of the Republic of Chile; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

8.5718. An act to aunthorize the Secretary of the Interior to
secure for the United ‘States title to patented lands in the Yo-
semite National Park, and for other purposes; to the Committes
on the Public Lands.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED,

Mr. CRAVENS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of
the following title, when the Speaker signed the same:

H. R.17671. An act granting pensions and increase of pen-
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and
Navy and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the
Civil War and to widows and dependent relatives of such sol-
diers-and sailors.

DAM ACR0SS WHITE RIVER, COTTER, ARK.

The mnext business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 20347) to construct a dam across White
River at or near Cotter, Ark.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, el¢., That the Dixie Power Co., a corporation organized
under the laws of the Btaie of Arkansas, with principal offices in the
city of Little Rock, Ark., its snccessors and assigns, be, and they are
hereby, authorized to construet, maintain, and operate a dam across the
White River at or near the town of Cotter, Ark., in accordance with'
the provisions of the act approved June 28, 1910, entitled “An act to
amend an set entitled ‘An act to regulate the construction of dams
aeross navigable waters,’ approved June 21, 1006."

Sec. 2, That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.

The SPEAKER. Is there cbjection to the present considera-
tion of this bill? [Affer a pause.] The Chair hears none,
The Clerk will report the amendments,

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 1, lines 4 and 5, strike out the words * with principal offices in
the city of Little Rock, Ark.”

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.
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The Clerk read as follows: =

I‘aﬁe 1, line 7, after the word * river,” insert the words ‘‘at a point
suitable to the Interests of navigation.”

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read:

To authorize the Dixle Power Co. to construct a dam across White
River at or near Cotter, Ark.

On motion of Mr. ApAMsox, his motion to reconsider the vote
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

RELIEF OF WINNEBAGO INDIANS.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 18849) for the relief of the Winnebago In-
dians of Nebraska and Wisconsin.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacied, efe., That the Secreta? of the Interlor is hereby au-
thorized, when the amount of tribal funds due the Winnebagoes in Wis-
consin shall have Leen ascertained, in accordance with the enrollment
made by bim under the t!pl-o\rislt.\ma of the act of March 3, 1909 (35 Stat.
L., 798), to expend said funds for their benefit in such ma.nner. includ-
inghthe purchase of lands for said Indians, as he may deem proper, or,

is discretion, to distribute sald funds, or any part thereof, per capita
among sald Indians: Provided, That in adjusting the present lndehted-
ness of the Nebraska branch of the tribe to the Winnebago branch of
Wisconsin the Secretary is hereby authorized to deduct from the share
of the trust funds of the Nebraska Winnebagoes such amount as may be
found due the sald Wisconsin branch and to transfer the amount so de-
ducted to the credit of the Winnebagoes belonging to the Wisconsin
branch of the tribe.

The SPEAKER.
tion of the bill?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
would like to have a statement in regard to the bill.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Has the gentleman from Illinois
a special question which he wishes to ask concerning this bill?

Mr. MANN. No.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I desire to state, Mr. Speaker,
that the Winnebago Indians reside partly in Nebraska and
partly in Wisconsin. There are two bands of them. These
Indians in 1809 had their funds capitalized, the total sum com-
ing to the two bands of Indians being $883,000. It becomes
necessary for the Secretary to ascertain the number of Indians
in Nebraska separately from those which are in the State of
Wisconsin, so that after he makes this allotment it can be
made per capita to each band of Indians separately, and after
this is ascertained there will be no trouble in making a per
capita payment under the bill, already passed, allotting to
them $833,000.

Mr. ESCH. Will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. Dces the gentleman from Texas yield to
the gentleman from Wisconsin?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Certainly.

Mr. ESCH. I understand that the Secretary of the Interior
has transmitted to you, as chairman of the committee, a pro-
posed amendment requiring the enrollment of both branches of
the tribe before this becomes operative?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That is true; and the amend-
ment is embodied in-the bill.

Mr. MANN, I think it is not embodied in the bill.

Mr. ESCH. Not as I heard the bill read from the desk.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I do not know what amendment
the gentleman refers to. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr.
StepnENS], the author of the bill, will explain it.

Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I will say in an.
swer to the question of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr.
Escr] that the amendment to which he refers is not the amend-
ment that was originally provided 8 or 10 years ago. Is this a
recent matter?

Mr. ESCH. A recent matter, I understand. It has been
transmitted by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to the Sec-
retary of the Interior within the last few days. I supposed it
had been received by the chairman of the Committee on Indian
Affairs. The point is this: There has been an enrollment of
the census made of the Wisconsin branch for 1910; there has
been no enrollment of the census of the Nebraska branch since
1881. The Indian Office states that there will be a census of
the new branch of the tribe as of June 20, this year, before
there shall be an allotment of these trust funds. I think the
gentleman will realize the propriety of such an amendment in
view of the difference of time in the censuses of the two
branches of the tribe.

Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska. I will be glad to have the
gentleman offer his amendment. I have not heard from the
Commissioner on Indian Affairs, and I will be glad to have the
gentleman offer his amendment for consideration,

Mr. ESCH. I have not the amendment,

Is there objection to the present considera-

-

Mr. MANN. I will suggest to the gentleman from Nebraska
[Mr. SteprENS] that if it goes off the calendar to-day it could
be replaced on the calendar a week from Monday.

4 h{r. STEPHENS of Nebraska, That will be perfectly satis-
actory. -
bul}[r. MANN. Without objecting to the consideration of the

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. I object for the reasons which I have stated.

The SPEAKER. The bill will be stricken from the calendar.

EXHIBIT AT CORN EXPOSITION, COLUMBIA, S. C.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the House concurrent resolution No. 386, authorizing the
Secretary of Agriculture fo make an exhibit at the Fifth
National Corn Exposition at Columbia, 8. C.

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows:

House concurrent resolution 36.

Resolved, ete,, That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and he is herehy
authorized to make such exhibit as may be convenient and ractlmbie
at the Fifth Natlonal Corn Exposition, to be held at Columbia, 8. C.,
January 27 to February 9, 1913.

Also the committee amendments were read.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of
the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The
Clerk will report the first amendment. ’

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 1, llne 5, strike out the word “at" and insert in lieu thereof

‘the word “ in

The question was on agreeing to the amendment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.
The SPEAKER. - The Clerk will report the next amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:

Page 1, line 7, add the following:

“Provided, That the Becretnla of Agricultunre shall make such ar-
rangements with the proper officers of the said exposition that the
Department of Agriculture shall be at no expense for transportation of
said exhibit to and from the exposition : ovided further, That the
Secretary of Agriculture shall also make such arrangements with the
proper authorities of sald exposition that there shall be no expense to
the department for any breakage or damage that may occur to the
exhibit, nor for the living expenses of such appointees as he may see fit
to send to said exposition to demonstrate the exhibit sent.”

The SPEAKER. The guestion is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the amended House concurrent resolution.

The resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time.

Mr. MANN. Mr, Speaker, I suggest to the gentleman that it
ought to be a joint resolution instead of a concurrent resolution.

Mr. LEVER. I will say to the gentleman that I submitted it
to the Secretary of Agriculture, and he thought it ought to be
a concurrent resolution. I do not suppose it makes any par-
ticular difference.

Mr. MANN. Of course, it may be that the Secretary of Agri-
culture now has the authority to do this, but it is perfectly
plain that this does not confer the authority upon him.

Mr. LEVER. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois that
the Secretary of Agriculture now thinks he has authority.

Mr. MANN. Let us make it a joint resolution. It is just as

easy and will be in better form.

Mr. LEVER, Mr. Speaker, at the suggestion of the gentle-
man from Illinois I am quite willing to make this a joint reso-
lution instead of a concurrent resolution, and I ask that that
may be done.

The SPEAKER. It the gentleman will offer a proper amend-
ment it can be changed.

Mr. MANN. It should be made to read, “ Resolved by the
Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of
America in Congress assembled,” a joint resolution.

Mr. LEVER. I move, Mr. Speaker, to strike out *concur-
rent” and insert * joint.”

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendment to
amend the enacting clause.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend the enacting clause in lines 1 and 2 so as to read
“Resolred by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United
Btates of America in Congress assembled.” -

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Speaker, the title should be changed also.

The SPEAKER. That can be done afterwards. The question
now is on the engrossment and third reading of the House joint
resolution (No. 276).

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the
author of the resolution a question. Is it intended that the
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authorities or the association that is giving this exposition shall
be responsible and repair any breakage or damage that may be
done to the exhibit?

Mr. LEVER. That is the understanding.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. The resolution does not so provide, It
simply says in effect that the department shall be put to no ex-
pense on account of any breakage or damage, but it does not
say that the association or the officers of the exposition shall
make the breakage or damage good.

Mr. LEVER. Let me call the gentleman's attention to this
language:

That the SBecretary of Agricnlture shall make such arrangements with
the proper officers of the sald exposition that the Department of Agri-
eulture shall be at no expense for transportation of said exhibit to and
from the exposition: Provided further, That the Secretary of Agricul-
ture shall n&c make such amngw_-menés with the proper authorities of
sald exposition that there shall be no expense to the department for any
breakage or damage that may occur to the exhibit nor for the living
expenses of such appointees as he may see fit to send to said exposition
to: demonstrate the exhibite sent. i

Of course, under that authority the Secretary of Agriculture
would have the right to require the exposition authorities to give
bond for the security of those things.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. If that is the construction, that would
be all right, but it did not seem to me probable that that would
be the construction.

Mr. MANN. A bond or deposit could be given.

AMr. McLAUGHLIN. If a bond or deposit should be made or
required it would be all right, but I guestion if that would be
required under this language.

Mr. LEVER. 1 think the Secretary has full authority to do
that and would do so in practice.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third
reading of the amended House joint resolution.

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was accordingly read the third time.

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the passage of the
joint resolution.

The question was taken, and the joint resolution was passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “ Joint resolution an-
thorizing the Secretary of Agriculture to make an exhibit at the
Fifth National Corn Exposition, at Columbia, 8. C.”

On motion of Mr. LevEr, a motion to reconsider the vote by
which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table.

ISLANDS GEANTED TO WISCONSIN FOR FORESTRY PURPOSES.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 13417) granting unsurveyed and unattached
islands to the State of Wisconsin for forestry purposes. -

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted ete., That the Seecretary of the Interior be, and he is
hereby, directed to cause patents to issue to the State of Wisconsin
for the unsurveg:d and unattached islands in inland lakes north of the
township line between townships 83 and 34 north, fourth principal
meridlan, as additions to the State forest reserves, The Islands here-

Bﬁ granted shall be used as additions to the forest reserves only, and
ould the Btate of Wisconsin abandon the use of sald islands for such
purpose, allenate or attempt to alienate or use the same or any part
thereof for purposes othier than that for which granted, the same shall
revert to the United Btates.

Also the following committee amendments:

Amend, page 1, by striking out, in lines 3 and ¢, the words * the
SBecretary of the Interlor be, and he Is hereby, directed to cause pat-
ents to issue to the Btate of Wigconsin for the.'

Amend by inserting after the word “ meridian,” in the seventh line,
{%f tol]olwlng: “be, and the same gre hereby, granied to the State of

sconsin.”

Amend by striking out the first two words In line 9 and inserting in
place thereof the words * that State's.”

Amend, page 2, by striking out, In lines 1, 2, and 3, the following:
*“ alienate or sﬂemg to alienate or use the same or any part thereof
for purposes other than that for which granted.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none, The Clerk will report the first committee
amendment,

Mr., FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I think we would
have to go into Committee of the Whole to consider this bill.

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that the bill may be considered in the House as in
Comimittee of the Whole. 4

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Mogrsk]
asks unnanimous consent that the bJdl be considered in the
House as in Committee of the Whole. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, page 1, line 3, by striking out, after the word ‘ the,” in line
8, the following words: * etary of the Interior be, and he is hereby,
dlrected to cause patents to ssue to the State of Wisconsin for the.”

The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next committee
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows: :

Amend, line 7, by inserting, after the word *‘ meridian,” the following
wordiz :"“ be, and the same are hereby, granted to the State of Wis-
consin,

The SPEAKER. The question is on agrecing to the amend-
ment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next committee
amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, line 9, by striking out the words * the State™ and inserting
the words * that State’s.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed fo.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk wiil report the next commiittoe
amendment.

The Clerk read as Tollows:

Amend, page 2, lines 1, 2, and 3, by striking out the following:
“ alienate or attempt to alienate or use the same or any part thereof
for purposes other than that for which granted.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, in order to make
the language a liftle more definite and certain, I offer the fol-
lowing amendment: In line 7, after the word “ north,” insert
the words “ of the.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin.

The Clerk read as follows:

In line 7, after the word *“ north,” insert the words “ of the.”

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I wonld like to ask the gentle-
man from Wisconsin at what place it is desired to insert that
amendment ?

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. After the word “ north,” in line T,
page 1. The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MoxprELL] sug-
gested that it would make it more definitely certain to add the
words ““of the,"” so that it would read “north of the.”

Mr. RAKER. That is all right.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr, Morse].

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MORSE of Wiscongin. Mr. Speaker. one more amend-
ment. After the word * meridian,” in line 7, insert the words
“in the State of Wisconsin,”

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin.

The Clerk read as follows:

After the word “ merldian,” in ine 7, insert the werds “ In the State
of Wisconsin.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr, Speaker, inasmuch a8 I think I am
perhaps respounsible, from a rather hurried reading of the bill,
for one of the amendments offered, I want to move, with the
consent of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Morsg], to re-
consider the amendment just adopted for the insertion of the
words “ of the,” and to strike out of the bill the words * fourth
principal meridian.”

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Mox-
pELL] moves to reconsider the vote by which the amendment
consisting of the words “of the” was adopted. The question
is on agreeing to that motion.

The motion was agreed to. ;

Mr. MONDELL. I move, Mr. Speaker, to strike out the
words “ fourth principal meridian.”

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire the words “of
the " to stay in?

Mr. MONDELL. No. They should be stricken out, and the
words “ fourth principal meridian" should be stricken out.

Mr. MANN. As the language reads, of course, it is incorrect.
I would like to ask the gentleman if it is necessary to insert the

range?

Mr. MONDELL. It is not necessary to insert the range, be-
cause if yon say “north” of a certain township line, thateis
north of the township line running north through the Stafe,
and inasmuch as it is not in the bill, the provision that shonld
apply to the range should not be in the bill.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, the word *“township™
should not be used, in my judgment. It should be the word
“town.” The town is surveyed 6 miles square. The township
is the municipal organization. There may be a town without
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a township. A township may include a number of towns, as is
evidently the case in the part of Wisconsin to which this bill
relates. 8o that this word should be “town” and not * town-
ship,” and I think that the word “ range " should be there.

Mr. MANN. Baut the word “range” is not there.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. It is not there, but it should be.

Mr. MANN. In our part of the country we use the word
“ township ” for the Government surveys.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. It is not strictly proper, as I under-
stand it.

Mr. MONDELL. All public-land surveys are by townships.

Mr. MANN. And so described in the patent. ]

Mr. MONDELL. And the language is correct, if the words
“of the” are stricken out.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest to the gentleman
from Wisconsin [Mr. MorsE] that he withdraw his amendment
containing the words “ of the.” -

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. I ask unanimous consent to with-
draw the amendment with the words “ of the.”

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a'right to do that with-
out unanimous consent.

Mr. MANN. That was reconsidered.

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider prevailed, and
that left the amendment pending. It should either be voted
upon or withdrawn.

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. I withdraw it.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Mogsg]
withdraws that amendment. The question now is on the amend-
ment of the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Moxperr], which
the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows: ~

Amend, in line T, by striking out the words * fourth principal me-
ridian.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
and was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. Morst of Wisconsin, a motion to reconsider
the last vote was laid on the table.

COAL LANDS ON FORT BERTHOLD INDIAN RESERVATION, N. DAK.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 263) to authorize allot-
ments to Indians of the Fort Berthold Indian Reservation,
N. Dak., of lands valuable for coal.

The joint resolution was read, as follows:

Resolved, ete., That allotments to the Indians of the Fort Berthold
Indian Reservation, in the State of North Dakota, authorized by section
2 of an act entitled “An act to aunthorize the survey and allotment of
lands embraced within the limits of the Fort Berthold Indian Reserva-
tion, in the State of North Dakota, and the sale and disposition of a
portion of the surplus lands after allotment, and making appm{ariatiun
and provision to carry the same into effect,” approved June 1, 1910,
may be made of lands classified as coal lands or valuable for coal:
Provided, That the coal in such lands shall be reserved and remain sub-
ject to future disposition by Congress. £

With the following committee amendments:

After the word * coal,” in line 12, strike out all down to and includ-
}nﬁ thle word * Congress,” in line 14, and insert in lleu thereof the
‘ollowing :

“with a reservation, however, in any patent which may issue upon
any such allotment of the coal deposits in the lands allotted, and of
the right to prespect for, mine, and remove the same: Provided, That
when such deposits are by Congress opened for disposition, any qualified
coal claimant may enter upon these allotted lands for the purpose of
{smspectin: for coal only after the approval by the Becretary of the
nterior of a bond or undertaking given by such prospector as security

for the payment of all damages occasioned by reason of such pros- |

pecting.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. COOPER. Reserving the right to object, I should like
to hear a statement from the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
STEPHENS].

Mr., STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, this bill was intro-
duced by the gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. Haxxa]l. It
has been recommended by the department. The gentleman from
North Dakota ean explain the bill.

Mr, HANNA. Mr. Speaker, about two years ago Congress
passed a bill opening a part of the Fort Berthold Indian Res-
ervation, in North Dakota, for settlement, and it provided that
where there was any coal on the land that land should neither
be allotted nor be opened to settlement until Congress should
otherwise provide. Allo{ments were given to the Indians on
lands in eertain parts of the reservations, and later, when the
Geological Survey made a survey of the lands, they found that
there was lignite coal under some of it, and particularly where
the Indian allotments had been made. The Indians have agreed
to take surface title to the land, with the coal underlying it
reserved, and this resolution is simply to allow the allotments

to be made to the Indians of the lands which they have taken
as allotments and on which many are already living and where
they have made improvements, with the coal reserved and sub-
ject to the future action of Congress, for such disposition of the
coal as Congress may see fit.

The bill has the strong indorsement of the Secretary of the
Interior and of the Indian Department.

Mr. COOPER. The resolution as originally introduced con-
tained the following proviso: 2

Provided, That the coal in such lands shall be reserved and remaln
subject to future disposition by Congress.

What is the effect of striking that out and substituting the
amendment which is proposed?

Mr. HANNA. I will say to the gentleman from Wisconsin,
in reference to that matter, that the original act for the open-
ing of the reservation provided that both the coal and the coal
lands should be reserved, but the Indians have taken their allot-
ments on some of these lands where there is lignite coal, and
the amendment which we have adopted provides that there shall
be a reservation in the Indian patents of the coal deposits in
the land allotted and of the right to prospect and to mine, and
that this clause shall be in every patent issued to the Indians,

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. If the gentleman will permit
me to give him a little information, I will say that the lan-

guage in the bill left the matter so that there could be no law by

which any prospecting could be made on these lands prelimi-
nary to mining, and we simply adopted the language that has
been used in other bills with reference to the disposition of the
surface of lands, and provided that the coal should be reserved ;
and then provided, as the gentleman will observe, if he reads
the amendment, that there may be prospecting done.

Mr. MANN. I do not understand that this bill proposes to
repeal the language of the former aect reserving this for future
disposition by Congress.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Not at all.

Mr. COOPER. That was the thought I had in mind, which
is suggested by the gentleman from Illinois, whether this
amendment in any way modifies the act.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Not at all.

Mr. MANN. I think not.

Mr. COOPER. Are gentleman positive about it?

Mr. MANN. I am as far as I am concerned, because I went
over it with the idea in view to see whether it did make any
change. The coal will still be reserved. The title to the coal
does not pass. Congress has control of that, and has not yet
decided what shall be done with it

Mr. COOPER. That is what I had in mind, whether it made
any modification in that respect.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

There was no objection.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, this bill is on
the Union Calendar, and T ask unanimons consent that it be
considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota asks
unanimous consent that the bill be considered in the House as in
Committee of the Whole. Is there objection?

There was no.objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the first amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, line 1, strike out the colon and the words * Provided, That
the ceal in such lands shall be reserved and remain subject to future
disposition by Congress,” and insert in lien thereof the following:
“ with a reservation, however, in any patent which may issue upon any
such allotment of the coal deposits in the lands allotted, and of the
right to prospect for, mine, and remove the same : Provided, That when
such deposits are by Congress cpened for disposition, any qualified coal
claimant may enter upon these allotted lands for the purpose of pros-
pecting for coal only after the approval by the Secretary of the In-
terior of a bond or undertaking given by such prospector as security for
the payment of all damages foned by r of such prospecting.”

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, in the amendment, after the word
“allotment,” in line 4, there should be inserted a comma. I
move to amend by inserting the comma, as it makes a material
difference.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. HANNA, a motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table.

CALAVERAS BIG TREE NATIONAL FOREST.
The next bill on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was the
bill (H. R. 12211) to amend the act of February 18, 1909 (35

Stat. L., 628), eutitled “An act to create the Calaveras Big
Tree National Forest, and for other purposes.”
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The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

He it enacted, ete., That the act of I-‘ebrualg
626), entitled *“An act to create the Calaveras Bi
and for other purposes,” be amended as follows:

Omit lhorcfll"om the portion of the act beginning with the word
“any " at the end of the twelfth line on page 627 thereof to and includ-
ing the word “or™ in the twentieth line of said page, and substitute
therefor the following: * one or both of the following ways: (1) They
may be given the right to file with the Secretary of the Interlor, within
60 days after such conveyance, selections of surveyed, unappropriated,
nonmineral public lands or of nonmineral national forest lands, and If
the lands so selected shall be found subject to selection and of a valoe
substantially equal to that of the lands conveyed they may be patented
to said owners In lien of the conveyed lands: Provided, howcver, That
in any ease where any part of the lands selected is national forest land
the approval of the Becretary of Agriculture shall first be secured with
respect to such part, or (2).” -

Sec. 2. That there Is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $10,000, or g0 much
thereof as may be necessary, for the purposes of fully carrying out the
provisions of this act.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill? °

There was no objection.

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the
bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani-
mous consent that the bill be considered in the House as in
Committee of the Whole. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, line 8, strike out the letter “a* and Insert the words * the
actual.”

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman
from California whether he has concluded to do anything
further about the amendments on the lines that I recently sug-
gested to him?

Mr. RAKER. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois that I
took this matter up personally with the Secretary of the In-
terior and the solicitor for the Secretary of the Interior, and we
discussed particularly the matter that was taken up between the
gentleman from Illinois and myself. The solicitor said that it
was clearly sufficient to cover the point suggested, as the bill
provided for the exchange of nonmineral national forests, and
that that of itself gave the authorization and was not subject to
the objection that it might not be perfected because it was not a
homestead, or something of that kind, but would apply to the
provisions of this act and permit its provisions to be carried out.

The SPEAEKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was considered and agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 2, line 9, after the word * value,” add the following words,
viz. * in lands and stumpage.”

The amendment was agreed to. {

The Clerk read as follows: : {

Page 2, line 10, after the word *“lands,” Insert the words “and
stumpage.'”

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, line 11, strike out the colon after th d “la i
the following words: * Provided, Ilozcever,r‘l‘h:t‘rgrany JS? wl?gld*e qa':g;

art of the land selected is national-forest land the approval of the
mr:ggary of Agriculture shall first be secured with respect to such
pa

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, does not the gentleman from Cali-
fornia think that we might well leave this language in the bill?

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that this particular
matter was discussed by the committee, and personally I
thought it ought to remain in the bill. But after looking over
the act that we are amending, which provides that all the se-
lections and all the change must be made by and with the con-
sent of the Secretary of Agriculture, I thought it might go out.
But personally I would have no objection to leaving it in. It
was left ont because it would make the bill shorter.

Mr. MANN. It does pot add very much to the length of the
bill, and, if there is any possible doubt about it, it ought to re-
main. I read the law, and I was not certain that it was abso-
Intely clear that the Secretary would still have the veto power
over the selection of the national forests. I do not believe that
we ought to permit a selection to be made in a national forest
without the approval of the Secretary of Agriculture.

Mr. RAKER. I agree with the gentleman fully; but the act
now provides that when an exchange is made it can not be done
without the approval of the Secretary of Agriculture. That
was stricken out solely upon the ground that it is repetition.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I think it is safer to leave it in the
bill. I have read the law through, and I think this ought to
be left in the Dbill.

18, 1009 (35 Stat. L.,
& Tree National Ferest,

Mr. MONDELL. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANN. Certainly.

Mr.. MONDELIL. This bill is an amendnent of a portion of
an act. This amendment goes into the body of the act, and
therefore must fit in the body of the act. Following this pro-
viso is the word “or” and the numeral “2” They belong
after the word “ part,” which precedes the proviso.

Mr. MANN. They are not in the law, but they will be when
this goes in.

Mr. MONDELL. They must be in the law or the law will
not mean anything, and this amendment will not mean any-
thing. This proviso can not be inserted at this point at any
event and have an amendment that fits in the statute. If it
seemed advisable to put a proviso of this sort at the end of sec-
tion 2, or at some other point, there might be no objection to
it, but that is not necessary, as the act itself very clearly puts
this entire matter in the hands of the Secretary of Agriculture.

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from Wyo-
ming yield?

Mr. MONDELL. Certainly.

Mr. RAKER. Does not the act as it now stands so arrange
it that no exchange can be made without the approval of the
Secretary of Agriculture?

Mr. MONDELL. Very clearly.

Mr. RAKER. Then this provision would not be necessary.

Mr. MONDELL. And in any event this provision must go out
at this point or the amendment is not harmonious. It does not
fit into the statute.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman is entirely
wrong about that. The proviso could be inserted in any part of
the law. I took the trouble to read the law to which this is an
amendment, and I read the law through. While I will not dis-
pute with the gentleman or the committee that the Secretary of
Agriculture would still have to approve the exchange before it
was made out of a national forest, yet after reading the law
and comparing this bill with it I thought there was doubt about
his authority.

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I would rather have it in, if
there is any doubt. I want the bill in proper language, so
there can be no doubt as to its being freely carried out by the
department and good title pass both ways to and from the Gov-
ernment, and this bill will do it. That is its special purpose,
and the department has been consulted to this end.

Mr. MANN. This purports to leave it absolutely to the Sec-
retary of the Interior, as far as this proposition is concerned.
I do not think it will hurt to inject this at this point in the
form of a proviso.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, it does not make a particle of
difference to me, but if the gentleman had read the bill as care-
fully as I have, and had considered it as carefully as has the
committee, he would agree that this proviso, put in at this
point, disconnects the amendment. The proviso could be added
somewhere else, if necessary, but it is not necessary, because
the bill specifically provides for the exchanges under the Secre-
tary of Agriculture.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I will not say that I read the law
as carefully as the gentleman or as carefully as the committee,
but I read the law through, and I doubt whether any member
of the committee did.

Mr. MONDELL. I do not think it ever occurred to the gen-
tleman until it was suggested to him——

Mr. MANN. By whom? :

Mr. MONDELL. That, whatever might be the propriety of
the proviso, it should not be inserted at this point. :

Mr. MANN. It can be properly inserted at this point. It is
perfectly proper to insert it at this point, and that is the only
place you can insert it in this bill.

Mr. RAKER. Then let us permit it to remain there.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the commit-
tee amendment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment and
third reading of the amended House bill. ;

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. RAxeR, a motion to reconsider the vote by
which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

FEDERAL BUILDING, HOUSTON, TEX.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 1647) to amend an act entitled “An act to
increase the limit of cost of certain public buildings, to author-
ize the purchase of sites for public buildings, to authorize the
erection and completion of public buildings, and for other pur-
poses.”
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The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., 'That the last proviso of section 20, chapter 3916,
Thirty-fourth United Seates Statutes at Large, “An aet to imcrease the
1imit "of cost of certain public bulldings, to authorize the purchase of
gites for })uhllc buildings, to authorize the erection and completion of

uhilic buildings, and for other purpeses,” and which proviso reads as
olows : “Provided further, That upon the completion of the bulld
Therein authorized to be constructed the Secretary of the Treasury shal
proceed by due and proper advertisement, and under such regu ations,
conditiens, and stipulations as he may Fresmlbe, or as Congress may
hereafter direct, to seil to the highest bldder the present building and
site upon which it s located, in Houston, Tex., now owned by the
United Btates Government and now and ocenpled as a post office,
conrthouse, costomhouse, and for other governmental purposes, and de-
posit the proceeds thereof into the Treasury of the United States,” be,
and the same is hereby, repealed

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none
It seems to the Chair that while this bill is on the House Cal-
endar, it preperly belongs on the Union Calendar.

Mr. BURNETT. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the bill be considered in the House as in the Committee
of the Whole. s

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani-
mous consent that the bill be considered in the House as in the
Committee of the Whole. Is there objection? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none, and the Clerk will read the bill for
amendment under the fiveaninute rule.

The Clerk again read the bill

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. Burxerr, a motion to reconsider the vote
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

HOMESTEADS, WIND RIVER RESERVATION.

The mext business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent |

was the bill (H. 1. 16101) providing for patents to homesteads
on the ceded portion of the Wind River Reservation in Wyoming.

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill.

Mr. MONDELL {interrupting the reading). Mr, Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that the bill be considered in the House
as in ithe Committee of the Whole, and that the first reading of
the bill be dispensed with.

Mr. FOSTER of Illineis. Mr. Speaker, 1 think we ought te
have the hili read.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the better practice is to
have the bill read through, to see if anybody has any objection
to its present consideration. After the biil is read the Chair
will then put the gentleman’s request.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

! . M wh assage of this
acf %Jio";s‘féz" i:nj.}g"hglln':‘:ﬁl:\gdpm’on t?}épﬂ m‘ge?png& of the Wind
River Reservation in Wyomlng and establish residence thereon in
good faith, but who through no fault of their own were unable to secure
water for the irrigntion of tbeir lands, shall be granted patent for their
lands upen payment of the Indian price for the land and without the
Tnecessity of proving eontinuons residence thereon.

With the following amendment:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert:

“ That apy person who, prior to December 16, 1911, made homestead
entry on the eeded portion of the Wind River Reservation in Wryoming,
and has pot abandoned the same, and who has been unable to secure
water for the Irrigation of the lands covered by his entry, may secure
title to the same upon the submission of satisfactory proof that he has
established nnd maintained actual bona fide residence upon his land
for a period of not less than eight months and upon payment of all
sunlzg Ogegminlng due on said land as provided for by the act of March

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, The
gentleman from Wyoming asks unanimous consent that the bill
be considered in the Housa as in Committee of the Whole. Is
there objection? [Affer a pause.] The Chair hears none, and
the Clerk will read the bill for amendment under the five-
minute rule.

The Clerk again raad the bill.

The SPEAKER. The guestion is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The guestion was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment
and third reading of the bill as amended.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

On motlion of Mr. Steraess of Texas, a motion to reconsider
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

DAM ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER, STEARNS COUNTY, MINN.

The next business on the Galendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 19071) granting an extension of time to the
St. Cloud Electric Power Co. to construct a dam across the
Mississippi River. ;

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, cte., That the time for the completion of the dam by
the 8t. Cloud Electric Power Co., authorized by the act entitled “An act
permitting the building of a dam across the Mississippl River between
the counties of Stearns and Sherburne, in the State of Minnesota,” ap-
proved June 28, 1900, is hereby extended to three years from the date
of the Enmge of this act.

Sxc. 2. That the construction, maintenance, and operation of the dam
herein authorized shall be In all respects in accordance with and subject
to the provisions of the act approved June 23, 1910, entitled * An act
to amend an act entitled ‘An act to regulate the construction of dams
across navigable waters,” approved June 21, 1906.”

Bec. 8 at the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of
the bill? [After-a pause.] The Chair hears none. The Clerk
will report the amendments.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out, on page 1, line 11, the word “ herein” and insert In lien
thereof the word gt
On page 1. line 11, after the word * authorize,” insert the words “ by
the aforesaid act.”

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. Apaxson, a motion te reconsider the vote
by which thie bill was passed was laid on the table.

IMPORTATION AND MOVEMENT OF PLANTS, FRUITS, AND VEGETABLES.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 21291) to regulate the importation of nur-
sery stock and other plants and plant preducts; to enable the
Secretary of Agricnlture to establish and maintain quarantine
districts for plant diseases and insect pests; to permit and reg-
ulate the movement of fruits, plants, and vegetables therefrom,
and for other purposes.

The bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. CLAYTON).
jection to the present consideration of the bill?

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Speaker—

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I want to say that a caspal examination ef the bill develops
that it is a bill of exceeding importance, far-reaching in its
provisions, and a step in the direction of Federal control, which
grants great power to the Secretary of Agriculture, and I do
not think that it is a bill to be considered under the unaniinons-
consent rule to-day. It is a bill carrying a large appropriation;
it is a bill that, in my judgment, ought to be amended before
it is passed. even if Congress has the power to enact this sort
of a bill. I merely wanted to reserve the right to object so
that anyone, the anthor of the bill, or some one else——

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from
Georgia yield to the gentleman from Virginia?

Mr, BARTLETT. In a moment. I want to stateto the Chair
and to the House that, so far as I am concerned, 1 am not satis-
field to allow a bill of this character, a bill of this importance,
and the vesting of this great power in the Secretary ef Agricul-
ture, to pass by unanimous consent, and while I shall reserve
the right to object I will reserve it so that anyone who desires
Btlf;y make a statement about it, but I propose in the end to
object.

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Speaker, I, too. desire o reserve my right
to object and shall listen to the explanation of the chairman of
the committee or other Members with regard to the purposes
of the bill.

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, let me say. when this bill is ex-
plained these gentlemen will withdraw their objeetion, and the
gentleman of the committee who is in charge of this bill, Mr,
Srumoxs, of New York, will make an explanation of the bill,
to which I hope the House will give patient attention.

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker, in view of the statement made
by the gentleman from Georgia and the gentleman from Massa-

Is there ob-

| chusetts, I think it would be a useless consumption of time,

and therefore I object.

Mr. MANN. I suggest to the gentleman that he reserve his
objection for a moment.

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that these
gentlemen are going to object, anyway, I do not like to have
the time of the House taken up, and therefore I object.

Mr. LAMB. I do hope the gentleman will withdraw his ob-
ection.

. ‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made; and. under
the rule, the bill will be stricken from the calendar, and the
Clerk will report the next bill.

RELIEF OF DESERT-LAND ENTEYMERN.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 20401) authorizing the Secretary of the
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Interior to grant further extension of time within which to
make proof on desert-land entries.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it cnacted, ete., That the Becretary of the Interlor may, In his
discretion, grant to any entryman under the desert-land laws a further
extension of the time within which he is required to make final proof:
Provided, That such entryman shall, by his corroborated affidavit filed
in the land office of the district where such land is located, show to
the satisfaction of the Secretary that because of unavoidable delay in
the construction of irrigation works intended to convey water to the
land embraced in his entry he is, without fault on his Eart, unable to
make proof of the reclamation and cultivation of said lands as re-
quired by law within the time limited therefor; but such extension
shall not be granted for a period of more than three years, and this
act shall not affect contests initlated for a valid existing reason.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the bill?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
would like to have the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. TayLoRr],
in charge of the bill, explain just what this does.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I shall be glad to do
80. The desert-land law requires an entryman to clear, break,
cultivate, irrigate, reclaim, and prove up on his land within
four years after the date of his filing. At the time the desert-
land law was originally enacted it was believed that four years
would be long enough within which to require entrymen on the
publi¢c domain to reclaim their land and make final proof. In
those days there were large tracts of public land that could be
readily cleared and easily irrigated. In many cases only short
ditches were required, and their construction and the reclama-
tion of the lands involved comparatively little expense. But
practically all of those lands that were readily reclaimed and
irrigated have been entered years ago. The lands that are now
being taken up under the desert-land law are most of them far
from the source of water supply and exceedingly difficult to
irrigate. In fact, most of the land can only be irrigated by
means of exceedingly expensive irrigation projects, including
long canals and large reservoirs, many of which cost millions of
dollars and require many years to construet. The result is that
the desert-land entryman under those large projects and some
under many of the smaller projects have been absolutely unable
to get water to their land within the four years allowed by the
original law. To relieve that situation and prevent the entry-
men from losing their claims and all of their improvements,
Congress passed the act of March 28, 1908 (35 Stat., 52) author-
izing the Commissioner of the General Land Office to grant the
entrymen an extension of three years within which to make
final proof, upon making a showing to him of the good faith of
the entryman and the unavoidable delays in the construetion
of the irrigation works. That act has been of very great benefit
in protecting the rights of bona fide settlers throughout the
entire West. But it has recently been clearly demonstrated
that even that three years' extension beyond the four years
allowed by the original law is not long enough. A year ago last
month Congress passed the act of February 28, 1911, granting
a further extension of time to desert-land entrymen under
various irrigation projects in three counties in the State of
Washington, and during the month of January, this year, in
order to protect a large number of desert-land entrymen under
a very extensive irrigation project in Weld and Larimer Coun-
ties, Colo., I introduced and secured the passage of the act
approved January 26, 1912.

Since the passage of that act I have been appealed to by
numerons other entrymen throughout the State of Colorado, as
well as from other States in the West, asking why I did not
make that act general instead of loeal, and grant relief to many
other equally meritorious desert-land entrymen throughout the
United States.

In compliance with those requests, and to make the law
general dnd to allow to all desert-land entrymen an additional
three years' extension beyond the seven years, where it is shown
to be necessary, I introduced this bill. I presented the matter
to the Secretary of the Interior personally, and then had the
Public Lands Committee of the House officially refer the bill
to that department for report. The Secretary recommended the
passage of this general act, instead of Congress passing a large
number of local relief bills, as we would otherwise undoubtedly
have to do. That is what this bill is intended to accomplish.

Mr. MANN. I quite agree with the gentleman about that.
Is this intended to cover any desert-land entry excepting where
there is an irrigation project under construetion or in view?
There might be a man on land where there never was any inten-
tion of having irrigation works; and yet there would be, and he
could truthfully say that there was, an unavoidable delay in the
construction of irrigation works intended to convey water to his
land, and certainly would be truthful about it. ;:

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. This law would not apply to any-
body who is not in good faith trying to get water on his land.

It is intended to relieve entrymen who are unable to secure
water because the reservoirs, canals, and ditches, by means of
which they expect to secure water, are not completed within the
time that the law requires them to show irrigation and reclama-
tion of their lands and make final proof. Neither the Secretary
of the Interior nor the Commissioner of the General Land Office
has authority to grant a man an extension of time beyond the
three years now authorized by law. This law will give the
Secretary of the Interior permission to grant a three years'
further extension and thereby relieve the entryman from having
his rights forfeited with the consequent loss of all of his prop-
erty and improvements and desert-land rights.

Under the desert-land laws an entryman is required to make
annual proof before the land office, showing by his own affidavit
and the affidavits of two wiinesses that he has actually ex-
pended $1 an acre for every acre of his claim during each year,
and if he can not or does not do so, his land is subject to for-
feiture. A man can not say that he is or has been unavoidably
delayed in the construction of irrigation works if he has not
been making any substantial effort and showing good faith in
that direction.

Mr. MANN. Well, I do not know. There were a great many
entries under the desert-land act before there were any irriga-
tion projects. . - :

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Certainly. There were many
desert-land entries made under small ditches before any of these
present-day large irrigation projects were contemplated. But
these large reclamation enterprises are doing a wonderful work
toward the development of the West, and many of them take
from 5 to 10 years to complete.

Mr. RAKER. I understand from the bill that if four or five
men go out and try to get water for their land and during the
first three years should spend at the rate of a dollar an acre
upon their tracts, under this bill, they having failed to get the
water and having expended their money, acting in good faith
as private individuals, would be able to get the extension. So
they would not lose their right, whether it was under a reclama-
tion project by a corporation, or there were only four or five men
interested in the construction of the ditch by which they ex-
pected to irrigate their desert-land claims?

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. This bill does not say anything
about reclamation projects or any other particular kind of irri-
gation projects. It is intended to grant relief to all desert-land
entrymen where, * because of unavoidable delay in the construe-
tion of irrigation works intended to convey water to the land
embraced in his entry he is, without fault on his part, unable
to make proof of the reclamation and cultivation of said lands
as required by law within the time limited therefor.’

I have drafted this bill in almost the identical language of
gection 3 of the act of March 28, 1908 (35 Stat., 52). So that
both under that act aifd under this bill all desert-land entry-
nen who ean make a showing of good faith and unavoeidable
delay are entitled to the extension upon making proper appli-
cation. TUnder the act of 1908 the entryman must apply to the
Commissioner of the General Land Office, while under this act
he must apply to the Secretary of the Interior.

The bill as recommended by the Public Lands Committee and
the Secretary of the Interior, and in the form I have reported it
and ask to have it passed, reads as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior may, in his dis-
cretion, in addition to the extension authorized by existing law, grant
to any entryman under the desert-land laws a further extension of the
time within which he is required to make final proof: Provided, That
such entryman shall, by his corroborated afidavit filed in the land office
of the district where such land is located, show to the satisfaction of
the Secretary that because of unavoidable do]ag in the construction of
irrigation works intended to convey water to the land embraced in his
entry he is, without fault on his part, unable to make proof of the
reclamation and coltivation of said lands as reTl[red by law within the
time limited therefor: but such extension shall not be granted for a

riod of more than three years, and this act shall not affect contests
nitiated for a valid existing reason : Provided. That the total extension
of the statutory perlod for making final proof that may be allowed in
any one case under this act, and any other existing statutes of either
general or local application, shall be limited to six years in the ag-
gregate.

The report of the Department of the Interior upon the bill is

as follows:
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,

Washington, March §, 1912,
Hon. Epwarp T. TAYLOR,

Acting Chairman Commitice on the Public Lands, .
House of Representatives.

Siz: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your request of
Tebmary 22, 1912, for a report on H. R. 20491 and, in response, to sub-
mit the following:

This bill propeses to confer upon the Secretary of the Interior, in his
diseretion, in addition to extensions authorized by existing law, the au-
thority to grant to entrymen under the desert-land acts a further exten-
slon, not exceeding three years, of the period within which final proof
on their entries is required, where the entrymen show to the satisfac-
tion of the Secretary that because of unavoidable delay in the construc-
tion of irrigation works intended to convey water to the lands embraced
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in their entries they are, without fault on their part, unable to comply
with the requirements of the law within the time limited therefor.

The act of March 28, 1908 (35 Stat., 52), authorizes the Commis-
sloner of the General Land Office, in his discretion, to grant extensions
of the time within which final proofs on desert-land entries are required
to be made, not exceedi three years, upon substantially the same
terms as this bill, but with the further requirement that the applicant
for the benefit of the extension shall show * that he has in faith
fom liegi with the terms, requirements, and provisions" of the desert-
and acts.

By the act of February 28, 1011 (36 Stat., 960), the Secretary of the
Interior was authorized to grant a further extension of the time for
submitting final proof on desert-land entries in the counties of Benton,
Yakima, and Klickitat, Wash.; and by the act of January 26, 1912
(]l,mb“c' No. 62), the same anthori% was given him with reference to
the countles of Weld and Laramie, Colo.

The bill under consideration is couched in suhstanti.nllf the same
terms as the two special acts above mentioned, except that it is of gen-
eral, and not merely local, application. These special acts, which met
with the approval of this department, were passed because, on account
of the unusual magnitude of certain private irrigation projects in the
counties referred to and the unavoidable delays incldent to the con-
struction of the irrigation works, some of the desert-land ent n who
depended for thelr water supply upon these {)mjects were, without fault
on their part, unable to comply with the law, even within the addi-
tional time which could be allowed them under the provisions of the act
of March 28, 1908.

Inasmuch as similar conditions may now exist or may hereafter arise
in other localities to which the acts are not applieable, good
reason exists in the opinion of this de ent for the enactment of a
general measure which would enable the department to grant similar
relief without its being necessary for the parties Interested to seek
special legislation.

It is suggested, however, that the bill as your committee proposes to
amend it would make it possible to allow two further extensions of
three years each Iin those localities In which additional extemsions of
time have been anthorized under the speclal acts above mentioned. The
total perlod could thus be extended to 13 years from the date of the
original entry. In view of the liberal extensions of time provided for
by the general act of March 28, 1908 (35 Btat., 52), as supplemented
bg the gerovisionn of this bill, it is thought that a further amendment
8 offered by which the total extension of the statutory period
for making final proof that ma{ube allowed in any one case, under this
bill and any other existing statutes, of either general or local applica-
tion, shall be limited to six years in the aggregate. All desert-land
claims would thus be placed mn an equal ronting.

With such an amendment t! department would recommend that the
bill be enacted into law.

Very respectfully, SAMUEL ADAMS,
Acting Becretary..

In the report of the Department of the Interior made Decem-
ber 18, 1911, on my bill, that was applicable only to Weld and
Larimer Counties, Colo., the Secretary stated:

YWhile unforeseen engineering difficulties have been met with, which
have cansed’ greatly increased cost of construction, which has in turn
necessitated additional delay from the difficulty of raising money to
finance such inecreased cost, it is not thought that any good reason exists
for canceling entries in which the entrymen have acted in entire
falth, but have not been able, from the difficulties met with by the irri-

tion company, on which they must depend for water, to irrigate the
ands In their entries within the time requ by law.

It is therefore recommended that the provisions of this bill be en-
acted into law.

That is a very succinct statement of the conditions prevailing
in a large number of very meritorious and extensive irrigation
enterprises throughout the West. At the present time the
rights of a large number of bona fide desert-land entrymen are
being seriously jeopardized and threatened by reason of the
approach of the time when they must make final proof, while
the irrigation works from which they must get their water are
not yet completed.

In view of the fact that the granting of the extension herein
provided for is left entirely within the discretion of the Secre-
tary of the Interior, it is not deemed possible that there can be
any fraud or imposition practiced upon the Government, or that
the law can in any manner be perverted from its object. Many
of the desert-land entrymen in the Western States have expended
all the way from $1,000 to $10,000 each toward obtaining water
for their respective lands, and have already secured the three
years extension of time now allowed under the law, and the
entire seven years time is about to expire, and owing to un-
avoidable delays, through no fault of theirs, it will be utterly
impossible for them fo secure water and prove up on their
claims within the time required by the existing laws. This bill
simply grants the Secretary of the Interior discretionary power
1o extend their time three years.

There can be no doubt but what the passage of this bill will
afford a just protection to many deserving settlers on the publie
lands and tend to the orderly development of the West, and I
trust it may meet with the approval of this House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-
slderation of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.
The Clerk will report the first amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 1, line 4, insert the words:

“Tn addition to the extension authorized by existing laws.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment.

The gquestion was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next
rmendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, line 7, insert the following after the word ' reason™: “ Pro-
vided, That the total extension of the statutory period for making final
proof that may be allowed in any one case under this act, and any
other existing statutes of either general or loeal application, shall be
limited to six years in the aggregate.” -

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire whether
this “six years in the aggregate,” as stated in the committee
amendment, is six years of extension or six years of total statu-
tory period with the extension.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. This bill will make it possible for
an entryman to secure a total extension of six years. The
original law allows four years, and then the act of March 28,
1011, authorizes the Commigsioner of the General Land Office to
extend an enfryman’s time three years, and this act will here-
after allow the Secretary of the Interior to extend his time be-
yond that three years three years more, so that the total ex-
tensions, whether under that former act or a local statute or
any other statute, shall not authorize mcve than six years' ex-
tension in the aggregate, which would mean 10 years from the
date of his filing on his claim.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. Tayror of Colorado, a motion fo reconsider
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid upon the table.

EXTENSION OF PAROLE LAW.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent

was the bill (H. R. 14925) to amend “An act to parole United
States prisoners, and for other purposes,” approved June 25,
1910.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

A bill (H. R. 14925) to amend “An act to parole United States prison-
ers, and for other purposes,” approved June 23, 1910.

Be it enacled, etc., That section 1 of the “Act to parole United Sta
prisoners, and for otler purposes,” approved June 25, 1910, be amend
g0 as to read as follows, to wit:

“That every prisoner who has been or may hereafter be convicted of
any offense against the United States and is confined in execution of
the juﬂﬁment of such conviction in any United States tentiary or
gﬁmn. or a definite term or terms of over one year, or for the term of

is natural life, whose record of conduct shows that he has observed
the rules of such institution, and who, if sentenced for a definite term,
has served one-third of the total of such term or terms for which he
was sentenced, or, if sentences for the term of his natural life, has
served one-third of the total of his expectancy of life at the date of his
arrival at sueh tentiary or prison, to be computed according to the
Carlisle mortality tables, but mot less than 15 years from such date,
may be released on parcle as hereinafter provided.”

The committee amendments were read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Hay). Is there objection
to the present consideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the first amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, line 5, strike out the word * sentences and insert in lien
thereof the word * sentenced.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gquestion is on agreeing to
the amendment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out after the word * served,” down to and including the
words “such date" on line 10, and insert in lieu thereof the words
“ not less than 15 years.,”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment. [

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the last word.
As T understand, this bill, stated a little strongly, practically
abolishes life punishment.

Mr. CLAYTON. I think the gentleman overstates the case.

Mr. MANN, It does if the man obeys the rules of the prison
where he is incarcerated.

AMr. CLAYTON. With the gentleman’s permission, I would
like to state my views as to what this bill will accomplish. It
extends the benefit of the present parole law to'a prisoner
undergoing a life sentence. Under the law as it now stands a
prisoner undergoing life sentence can not have the benefit of
any parole. It matters not what facts or what consideration
of mercy may exist in his case, how exemplary his conduct
may have been, or what other good reason may exist, he can
not be paroled.

None of these, nor all of them together, can induce the exten-
sion to him of any benefit under the parole law, because he is
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under life sentence, and the prison parole law does not apply
to a prisoner under life sentence. Now, the present parole law
provides—

That every prizoner who has been or may hereafter be convicted of
any offense against the United States and is confined in execution of the
Ju ent of such conviction in any United States penitentiary or prison
for a definite term or terms of over one year, whose record of conduct
shows he has observed the rules of such institution, and who has served
one-third of a total of the term or terms for which he was sentenced,
may be released on parole, as hereinafter provided.

Now, this law will be changed in accordance with this
amended bill go that it will read as follows:

That every prisoner who has been or may hereafter be convicted of
any offense against the United States and is confined In execution of the
i ent of such conviction in any United States penitentiary or prison

or a definite term or terms of over one year, or for the term of his
natural life, whose record of conduct shows t he has observed the
rules of such institution, and who, if sentenced for a definite term, has
served one-third of the total of such term or terms for which he was
sentenced, or, if sentenced for a term of his natural life, served not
less than 15 years, may be released on parole as hereinafter provided.

It is to bring the prisoner undergoing life sentence within the
operation of this law, if his case merits such favorable consid-
eration. I may say, Mr. Speaker, that the parole board, in its
report for 1911, on page 5, stated:

The parole law is limited to prisoners sentenced to definite terms. It
is believed by the members of the Federal boards of parole that the law
can with good reason be enlarged so as to include prisoners undergoing
life sentences. The statutes in some of the States make life prisoners
eligible to parole when they shall have actually served a long period of
years, and some such plan is recommended for United States prisoners
uudergo!ng life sentences, There are some 200 of these prisoners, many
of whom have been in prison for many years, whose record prior to con-
viction was not vicious, and who while in prison have never been re-
ported for any violation of the prison rules. >

And the Attorney General of the United States, in his annual
report for 1911, on page 73, said on this subject:

I concur in the recommendations made by the boards of parole in their
report that the law should be modified so as to include wlithin its pro-
visions prisoners undergoing life sentence by providing, as is done in
the statutes of a number of States, that such prisoners shall be eligible
to parole when they shall have actually served some long period of years.
There are now upward of 200 prisoners serving life sentences in Fed-
eral penitentiaries. At present the only hope of a life prisoner, no mat-
ter how exemplary his conduet may be, lies in the exercise by the Presi-
dent of the power of Executive clemency. 1 believe it to be more to the
interests of society that such prisoners should be liberated on parole,
subject to the supervision and regulation which is possible under the
g:rt&l;z law, than that they should be discharged absolutely by Executive

raon.

Now, I hope that the gentleman will not objeet to this measure.

Mr. MANN. It is too late to object, and I had no intention
of objecting.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I have never been a prosecuting
attorney, or a judge, or a jury, and hence I have never had occa-
sion to send anybody to the penitentiary. I have never been a
witness in a case of that kind, and I should hate very much to
have the responsibility of depriving any individual of his lib-
erty by incarcerating him in prison or otherwise. And yet I am
not entirely certain whether it is advisable to pass a law which
practically provides that no person shall be sent to prison for
more than 15 years. In other words, under the operation of this
bill any person who is sentenced and who obeys the rules of the
prison and has a record of good conduct is practically entitled
to a parole, because I take it that the parole hoard are not
ireating individuals differently where the circumstances are the
Bame.

I have doubted whether the parole law was advantageous. I
know that it has been a great benefit to certain gentlemen who
had violated the national banking laws and various other laws,
and who were sentenced to prison for not long terms, and who
came out at-the end of one-third of the terms to which they
were sentenced. Possibly that is a Mesirable thing. I know of
one case where I thought it was a good thing to have that done.
Yet we go ahead and pass laws that make it easier all the time
for criminals to escape punishment, in the face of an increase
of crime.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
and was read the third time.

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the bill pass? Those
in favor will say “aye”; those opposed, “no.”

The question was taken, and the bill was passed.

On motion of Mr. CLayToN, a motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table.

CHEYENNE EIVER AND STANDING ROCK INDIAN RESERVATIONS.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (8. 3475) extending the time of payment to certain
homesteaders on the Cheyenne River Indian Reservation, in
the State of Sonth Dakota, and on the Standing Rock Indian
Reservation, in the States of South Dakota and North Dakota.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacied, etc., That any person who has heretofore made a home-
stead entry for land which was formerly a part of the Cheyenne Hiver
Indian Reservation, in the State of SBouth Dakota, or the Btanding Rock
Indian Reservation, in the States of South Dakota and North Dakota,
authorized by the act a[&proved May 29, 1908, may apply to the register
and recelver of the land office in the district or districts in which the
land is located for an extension of time within which to make payment
of any amount that is about to become due, and upon the payment of
interest for one year in advance, at 5 per cent per annum upon the
amount due, and payment will be extended for a period of one year,
and any lpayment s0 extended may annually thereafter be extended for a
period of one year in the same manner: Provided, That the last pay-
ment and all other payments must be made within_a period not exceed-
ing one year after the last payment Is due; that all moneys paid for
interest as herein provided shall be deposited in the Treasury to the
credit of the Indians as a part of the proceeds received for the lands.

Sgc. 2. That fallure to make any payment that may be due, unless
the same be extended, or to make any extended payment at or before
the time to which such p ent has Deen extended as herein provided,
will forfeit the entry and the same shall be canceled and any and
all payments theretofore made shall be forfeited.

8ec. 3. That nothing herein contained shall affect any valid adverse
claim imitiated prior to the passage of this act.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of this bill?

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, this is the same
bill to which I objected when it was on the Unanimous Con-
sent Calendar once before, because I thought some of the pro-
visions in it were not specific enough to make them perfectly
plain, and I then asked the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr.
BurkEe] if he would not take those matters into consideration.
I should like to inguire of him wihether he has done so.

Mr. BURKE of ‘South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, in response to
the inquiry of the gentleman from Tllinois I will say that I
have an amendment to the amendment that I expect to offer, if
unanimous consent is granted, which makes it entirely clear
that in order to have the benefits of an extension if an entry-
man submits proof that he must apply for an extension and
pay interest at 5 per cent in advance, the same as required if
entrymen want an extension and do not offer proof. Since the
bill was objected to when it was considered upon the Unanimous
Consent Calendar upon the 22d of February, I sent it to the
Secretary of the Interior, ealling attention to the debate when
the objection was made, and requested an expression of his
views as to the amendment. I have received a letter in which
he says he does not think it ought to be enacted. Of course I
do not agree with his opinion and believe, in view of the fact
that unless there is some provision of this kind enacted, that
the settlers will not only abandon the lands but the Indian will
lose the sale at the price that will have to be paid in order to
acquire title under the terms of the law under which the entries
were made, and I have two purposes in view in trying to secure
this legislation. The first, o enable the settler to acquire title
to his land and save what he has already paid, and also to give
the Indian the benefit of a higher price than will be received if
the lands are abandoned and have to be later reappraised and
disposed of to other settlers. As I stated when the bill was up
before, the lIaw provides that the proceeds from the sale of these
lands be placed in the Treasury to the credit of the Indians and
draw 3 per cent per annum, while by the terms of this bill the
deferred payments will bear 5 per cent interest, which must be
paid in advance, and there is an advantage to the Indian to have
the bill enacted into law. For the information of the House I
will submit the letter of the Acting Secretary of the Interior in
which he comments upon the proposed amendment and states
that in his opinion it ought not to be enacted:

DEPARTMEXT OF THE IXTERIOR,
Washington; March 8, 1912.

Hon. CHARES H. BURKE,
House of Representalives,

Sir: I am in receipt of your letter of the 23d instant,
exprmgon t‘:'f opinion with reference to 8. 23475 and sugges
ment thereto,

The bill proposes to ?ﬂnt an extension of {ime for payments on lands
within the Cheyenne River and Standing Rock Reservations, In North
and South Dako and the proposed amendment thereto to allow com-
mutation proof to be submitted on entries therein, patent to be withheld
until full and final gnyment of the Furchase price is made.

The act of May 29, 1908 (35 Btat., 460), authorizing the disposition
of these lands, pmv‘hiu for the classification and appraisement thereof
and their subsequent disposition under the homestead and town-site
laws of the United States, the appraised price of the lands to be paid
in six equal annual Installments, Section 4 of the act further provides
that homestead entries made might be commuted under section 2301,
Revised Btatutes, upon payment of the entire appraised price, which
amount under the law is required to be deposited to Lhe credit of the In-
dians. The provision of commutation Imgoses no additional price as a
gzemqulslte or commutation, nor does the proposed amendment to S.

75. Therefore, If 8. 34756 as amended be enacted into law, entrymen
will be relieved of the necessity of residence upon, cultivation, and im-

rovement of their lands after the expiration of 14 months of such resi-
ence, improvement, and cultivation without payment of the appralsed
rice prior to commutation and without payment of any additional sum
o the United States for the commutation ;l:]rlvlie 2.

This department, in view of the drought and other cllmatical and
hysical culties with which settlers have been required to contend,
¥avora the modification of the act of May 20, 1908, supra, so as to

esting an
amend-
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extend the time within which yment of the several Installments of
the appraised price may be had. It does not, however, favor the ‘pro-
posed amendment, which would relieve entrymen from further residence
upon, cultivation, and improvement of the land after they have made
commutation proof of 14 months’ residence, improvement, and cultiva-
tion. This provision would relieve the entrymen from conditions im-

sed by the original act without benefit to the Indians or to the United

tates while defeating in whole or in part the primary purpose of the
homestead law, which Is to secure the making of permanent homes on
the public domain and the resultant cultlvation and improvement of the

land. The department, therefore, is of the opinion that the proposed
addition to the bill, lines 13 to 20, inclusive, shonld not be made.
Very respectfully,
SAMUEL Apaums, Acting Sccretary.

Mr. MANN. I do not object.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that this bill be considered in the House as in the
Committee of the Whole.

There was no objection.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota.
ment. :

The SPEAKER. The committee amendments come first.
The Clerk will report the first committee amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

o sl]:gﬁe"z line 1, after the word * due,” strlke out “and" and insert

The amendment was agreed to.

The following committee amendment was read:

Page 2, line 6, after the word * payment,” strike out the words *is
due” and insert “ becomes due by the terms of the act under which
the entry was made.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The following committee amendment was read:

Page 2, line 9, after the word “ lands,” add:

“And provided further, That any entryman who has resided upon and
cultivated the land embraced in his entry for the period of time re-
quired by law in order to make commutation proof, may make proof,
and if the same is approved further residence and cultivation will not
be required, but patent shall be withheld until full and final payment
of the purchase price is made in accordance with the provisions hereof.”

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Now I offer the amendment
which I send to the Clerk's desk as an amendment to the com-
mittee amendment. .

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment to the
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, line 19, after the word * uired,” insert the following:

“Provided, That any and all payments must be made when due, unless
the entryman applies for an extension and pays interest at 5 per cent
per annum in advance upon the amount due, as hereln provided.”

Also, strike out the word “but” and insert the word * and.”

Mr. MANN. There are two words “ required ” in the amend-
ment. After which one does the amendment to the amendment
come in?

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. On page 2, line 18.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, and was
accordingly read the third time and passed.

On motion of Mr. Burke of South Dakota, a motion to recon-
gider the last vote was laid on the table. -

INDIAN ALLOTMENTS DISPOSED OF BY WILL,

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimons Consent
was the bill (H. R. 1332) regulating Indian allotments disposed
of by will.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacied, ete., That upon the approval of any will executed In
accordance with section 2 of an act entitled *An act to provide for
determining the heirs of deceased Indians, for the disposition and sale
of allotments of deceased Indians, for the leaging of allotments, and
for other p s, approved June 25, 1910, and the death of the
testator, the allotment of the decedent shall continue to be subject to
the restrictions contained in the trust patent: Provided, That the Bee-
retary of the Interlor may, in his discretion, remove the restrictions
and cause patent in fee to be issued to the person or persons to whom
the land is devised.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota.
amendment be read.

The SPEAKER. The first thing to find out is whether unani-
mous consent is given for the consideration of the bill.

Mr. MANN. Ileserving the right to object, I should like to
have the substitute read. s

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the substitute.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out all after the enncﬂnf' clause and insert:

“ That section 2 of an act entitled ‘An act to provide for determining
the heirs of deceased Indians, for the disposition and sale of allotments
of deceased Indians, for the leasing of allotments, and for other pur-
poses,” approved June 25, 1910, be amended to read as follows :

i+ 8rc. 2. That any persons of the age of 21 years having any right,
title, or Interest in any allotment or Individual Indlan moneys or other
property held in trust by the United Btates shall bave the right prior

I desire to offer an amend-

I suggest that the proposed

to the expiration of the trust or restrictive period, and before the issu-
ance of a fee simple ?atent or the removal of restrictions, to dispose of
such property by will, in accordance with regulations to be prescribed
by the Becretary of the Interior: Provided, however, That no will so
executed shall valld or have any force or effect unless and un-
til it shall have been approved by the Secretary of the Interlor:
Provided further, That the Secretary of the Interior may approve or
disapprove the will either before or after the death of the testator, and
in case where a will has been approved and It is subsequently discov-
ered that there has been fraud in connection with the execution or
procurement of the will the Secretary of the Interior Is hereby author-
ized within one year after the death of the testator to cancel the
approval of the will, and the property of the testator shall thereupon
descend or be distributed in accordance with the laws of the Btate
wherein the property is located: Provided further, That the approval
of the will and the death of the testator shall not operate to terminate
the trust or restrictive period, but the Secretary of the Interior may, in
his discretion, cause the lands to be sold and the money derived there-
from, or so much thereof as may be necessary, used for the benefit of
the heir or heirs entitled thereto, remove the restrictions, or cause
gatent in fee to be issued to the devisee or devisees, and pay the moneys
0 the legatee or legatees either in whole or in part from time to time
as he may deem advisable, or use it for their benefit: Provided also
That Bectﬁms 1 and 2 of this act shall not apply to the Five Civilized
Tribes or the Osage Indians."”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I ask unanimous consent that
the bill may be considered in the House as in Committee of the
Whole.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous
consent that the bill be considered in the House as in Committee
of the Whole. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill and the amend-
ment.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The bill has just been read.
Therefore I ask unanimous consent that this reading be dis-
pensed with.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota asks
unanimous consent that the additional reading of this bill be
dispensed with., Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment.

Mr. MANN. The amendment has just been read, and I ask
unanimous consent that the reading be dispensed with.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that
the reading of the substitute be dispensed with. Is there objec-
tion?

There was no objection.

The substitute was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, and was accordingly read the third time and passed.

On motion of Mr. Burke of South Dakota, a motion to recon-
sider the last vote was laid on the table.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, in connection
with Senate bill 8475, which we disposed of a little while ago,
I ask leave to extend my remarks in the REcorp.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota asks
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorn? Is
there objection?

There was no objection.

DIVISION OF LANDS AND FUNDS OF OSAGE NATION OF INDIANS IN
OKLAHOMA.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the billi (8. 2) supplementary to and amendatory of the
act entitled “An act for the division of the lands and funds
of the Osage Nation of Indians in Oklahoma,’ approved June 28,
1906, and for other purposes.”

The Clerk began to read the bill. :

Mr. MANN., Mr. Speaker, the bill which the Clerk is now
reading is somewhat lengthy and has a number of controverted
matters in it which ought to be considered, I think, in Com-
mititee of the Whole. I think I shall have to object. I am
perfectly willing to reserve my objection if the gentleman from
Texas wishes,

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on
Indian Affairs, through a subcommittee, has thoroughly investi-
gated this bill. It has been gone over very carefully by the de-
partment. The affairs of this tribe of Indians are in a mixed
condition. This legislation is necessary, and the sooner we get
it through the sooner we will untangle the tangled skein and
relieve these Indians.

Mr. MANN. I notice at one place in the bill it says that
“ the lands shall be paid over to the heirs.” Now, there are
various other provisions of a similar nature.in the bill that, of
course, ought to be corrected.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It is an easy matter to amend
those things in the bill.

Mr. MANN. I do not see how you can pay land over to heirs.
The gentleman’s committee is going to be called very soon.
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Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I hope so.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois object?

Mr. MANN. I shall have to object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects, and the
bill is stricken from the calendar.
EXCHANGE OF CERTAIN COAL LANDS, CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW

NATION.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (8. 3686) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior
to permit the Missouri, Kansas & Texas Coal Co. and the East-

ern Coal & Mining Co. to exchange certain lands embraced:

within their existing coal Jeases in the Choctaw and Chickasaw
Nation for other lands within said nation.

The Clerk read the bill at lengih.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection fo the present considera-
tion of the bill?

Mr. AKIN of New York. I object.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I think if the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. Axin] will investigate this bill
closely he will see that there is nothing wrong about it, and
that it should become a law. It only permits the coal company
to exchange a lot of 360 acres of land, on which they have spent
a large sum of money in boring and prospecting to ascertain if
there was merchantable coal to be found under it, and finding
no coal under it they want to exchange it for land that has coal
under it; and this bill permits this coal company to surrender
their lease and lease 360 acres elsewhere in lieu of the 360 acres
surrendered. The Indians get a royalty of 8 cents per ton
from the coal; and the gentleman, by preventing the passage of
this bill, will be compelling this company to suspend operations
and throw their miners out of employment and prevent the
Indians from getting their royalty on this coal land; and they
now have large slopes and shafts that will fill with water,
and as the lands that they desire to lease adjoin their works
the water in the slopes and shafts will percolate through the
coal. The gentleman from New York, by his objection, will
be injuring the Indians and injuring the company, and the pas-
sage of this bill is a matter of pressing necessity. The bill has
heretofore passed this House and the Senate and is urgently
recommended by the department and is asked for by the Indians
themselves, and I can not conceive any valid objection to its
passage.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I will eall the gentleman's
attention to the fact that the bill passed in the last Congress.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It passed both Houses in the last
Congress without objection, but did not get to the President in
time to be signed. p

Mr. AKIN of New York. I have not had time to examine into
the bill fully.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. But the bill has been examined
thoroughly by the committees of both the Senate and House
and unanimously recommended by both.

Mr. AKIN of New York. I will reserve my right to object,
if the gentleman wishes. It looks to me as if the company had
got a lemon in the first place, and now they are going to let
loose the lemon. I have not looked into the bill, but the gentle-
man can get it up again in a couple of weeks.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I there is no question about
the urgent necessity for the passage of this bill, and it is one
that has passed both the Senate and the House at the last ses-
alc;n of Congress, but it passed too late in the session to become
a law,

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York with-
draw his objection?

Mr. AKIN of New York. No, sir; I object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York objects, and
the bill will be stricken from the calendar.

FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr., SHERLEY, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
take from the Speaker’s table the bill H. R. 20111, the fortifica-
tion appropriation bili, disagree to the Senate amendments,
and ask for a conference.

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman ought to wait until we
are through with Calendar Wednesday.

Mr. SHERLEY. I am necessarily engaged in the hearings
before the Committee on Appropriations, and this will only
take a minute.

Mr, MANN. I do not object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani-
mous consent to take from the Speaker’s table the fortification
appropriation bill, disagree to the Senate amendments, and ask
for a conference. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. )

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the
House Mr. SHERLEY, Mr. Ravch, and Mr. Goop.

INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to withdraw the next bill, H. R. 14667.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous
consent to withdraw the next bill, H. R. 14667 Is there objec-
tion? :

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, let
us have an understanding as to what this does,

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will ask unanimous consent
that it be passed without prejudice.

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, that would leave
it on the calendar for next unanimous-consent day.

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly.

Mr. MANN. I shall not object, although I do not desire
anyone to refer to it as a precedent if I do object hereafter,
because I do not believe in it as a matter of general practice.

The SPEAKER. The Chair quite agrees with the gentleman
from Illinois. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none.

EXTENDING TIME OF PAYMENTS, HOMESTEADERS COEUR D'ALENE
INDIAN RESERVATION.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 18661) to provide for an extension of time
of payment of all unpaid payments due from homesteaders on
the Coeur d'Alene Indian Reservation, as provided for under
an act of Congress approved June 21, 1006.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the time within which all unpald payments
which have heretofore, or may hereafter, become due and payable
under the provisions of the act opening the Coeur d’Alene Indian Reser-
vation to settlement, approvel June 21, 1906 (34 Stat. at Lar .‘f-
336), except the cash payment required at time of entry, be, and the
same is hereby, postponed and extended for two years from the date on
which snch payments are now by law required to be made: Provided,
That any payment not made within the time required b{ the act above
stated, ug ex by the provisions of this act, shall draw interest
at b per cent per annum, and the interest, when paid, shall be credited
to the proceeﬁt; of the sale of the land, as pro in sald act: Pro-
vided further, That said extension shall be subject to a full compliance
by the entrymen with all requirements of the homestead laws as to
1esidence and improvements.

With the following amendment:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert:

“That any person who has herctofore made a homestead entry for
Iand which was formerly a part of the Coeur d’Alene Indian Reserva-
tion, in the State of Idaho, authorized b{ the act approved June 21,
1906, may apply to the ister and receiver of the d office in the
distriet or districts in which the land is located for an extension of
time within which to make payment of any amount that is about to
become due, and upon the payment of interest for one year in advance,
at b per cent per annum upon the amount due, such payment will be
extenggd for a period of one year, and any payment so extended may
annually thereafter be extended for a period of one year im the same
manner: Provided, That the last payment and all other pa‘yments must
be made within a period not exceeding one year after the last payment
becomes due by the terms of the act under which the entry was made;
that all moneys d for interest as herein provided shall be deposited
fn the Treasury to the credit of the Indians as a part of the proceeds
recelved for the lands. .

“ Spe. 2. That fallure to make any payment that may be due, unless
the same be extended, or to make any ended payment at or before
the time to which such payment has been extended as herein provid
will forfeit the entry and the same shall be canceled, and any and al
paymentt theretofore made shall be forfeited.

‘8gc. 8. That nothing herein contained shall affect any valid adverse
claim initiated prior to the passage of this X

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I would like to know the necessity for the extension of the
time of payments on these particular lands.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, the language of the bill is prac-
tically identical with the language of the bill that we have just
passed affecting certain lands in the State of South Dakota,
and with respect to these particular lands I would say that the
law is as severe touching one who may not make his payment
when it becomes due as it could well be, because the failure to
make a payment causes him to ferfeit his land absolutely. The
necessity for the passage of this act arises from the fact that
the amount to be paid by the settlers for each quarter section
is from about $800 to $1,100 and more, to be made in five equal
annual payments, and it is pressing the homesteader to the
limit to comply with the ordinary provisions of the homestead
law with respect to improvements, with respect to cultivation,
and with respect to maintaining even the comforts of life within
the family, not taking into account the necessity for meeting
these payments,

Mr. MONDELL. What are the annunal payments?

Mr. FRENCH. As I say, the annual payments will be ap-
proximately one-fifth of the entire amount for each quarter sec-
tion—that is, one-fifth of from $800 to $1,100 or $1,200.

Mr. MONDELI. But this is a good country and they have

been raising good crops.

act.
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Mr. FRENCH. It is a good country, but the Indians have
the best lands. The lands of the settlers are not so good and
many settlers are having a hard time to meet their payments
because of the rough character of the land and the necessity for
clearing it before cultivation. It is true the land in question
is in the rainfall belt, but it is difficult and expensive to clear
away trees or brush and bring the land under the plow in such
area as will make it raise sufficient crops to meet the payments
necessary and carry out the other requirements of the law.

Mr. MONDELL. How long extension does this provide for?

Mr, FRENCH. For a year's extension beyond the date of
final payment. I asked for two years, but the committee cut
it to one, in view of the great opposition. Last year a thou-
sand acres of land were forfeited because settlers were not
able to meet their payments.- This year there are many others
who will lose their lands and their former payments or be
ggrloua!y embarrassed unless this extension be granted to

enl.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman knows we have
many reclamation projects where it is very, very difficult for
the settlers to meet their payments. Eventually these pay-
ments must be met. There ought to be some very good reason,
indeed, if we are to continue from year to year, indefinitely,
extensions of these payments. In the State of South Dakota
it has been so dry that the grass has not grown, much less the
crops. Of course, it is impossible for men under those condi-
tions to meet payments, but this land is in a beautiful, well-
watered territory—none finer in the Northwest than those lands
of the Coeur d'Alene Indian Reservation.

Mr., NORRIS. The law requires the entire payment to be
made in five years?

Mr. FRENCH. Yes; and the failure to meet even one pay-
ment forfeits the entry, and former payments can not be re-
coverei. :

Mr. NORRIS. And in addition to that they have to make
the necessary improvements on the land?

Mr. FRENCH. Yes; and the best land was allotted to the
Indiang. These are the poorer, rougher lands.

Mr. MONDELL. Is this the only extension asked for?

Mr. FRENCH. Yes.

Mr. NORRIS. It seems to me that this is a harsh require-
ment in the law when taken into consideration with the im-
provements they have to make under the homestead law.

Mr. FRENCH. They have already made a couple of pay-
ments,

Mr. NORRIS. It seems to me the time asked is very short,

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. All of the interest and the full
amount of the principal must be paid within 12 months of the
time the amount falls due.

Mr. MONDELL. It must be unless we extend the time again.

Mr. MANN. Whose fault was it that the time was made so
short?

Mr, NORRIS. It was not the settlers’ fault.

Mr. FRENCH. As has been suggested, it was not the fault of
the settlers, and the bill was made info final shape after it had
been in committees of House and Senate and after it had been
in conference between the committee of the House and the com-
mittee of the Senate, and the present law represents the result
of the best judgment of the Congress at that time.

Mr. MANN. It represents the result of the best judgment of
the Committee on Indian Affairs, the gentleman means. Are
not all people entitled to know in advance the terms upon which
they can aecquire this land?

Mr. FRENCH. Oh, undoubtedly, and they did know, and
these people were willing to take the chance.

Mr. MANN. These people took the lands, and other people
who knew the terms and thought they could not comply with
them did not take the land?

Mr. FRENCH. Yes.

Mr. MANN. And these people, having taken this land, which
is valuable, they want to have their time extended. The gen-
tleman, of course, is familiar with the fact that the department
has reported against the passage of the bill; that the local land
officer said it ought not to pass; and that there is no occasion
for its passage. What excuse does the gentleman offer for the
passage of this bill any more than the passage of any other bill
which will say that one need not pay for the land?

Mr. FRENCH. I have seen no report from the department
that is adverse. On the other hand, the department advises that
it does not know of any reason for its passage, but that is the
extent to which the department has gone in the matter of an
adverse report.

Alr, MANN. That depends on how you construe the language.
The department says:

On February 7, 1912, the reielver of the Unlted States land office at
Cazur d'Alene informed the Coa missioner of the General Land Office that

he knew of no unusual conditions which would justify the passage of
this bill, and in the absence of such conditions I can not recommend
its enactment.

I would call that an adverse report. The gentleman may con-
strue it differently.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I would repeat what I have
already said, that the department simply was not advised of
any reasons why the bill should pass. I know, however, that
the settlers are facing the payment that is due in less than six
weeks—on the 1st of May—and that the failure to pass this bill
will result in tremendous hardship being worked upon many set-
tlers, and several of them will undoubtedly lose their lands, for-
feiting the payments they have already made, unless we do give
them this relief. They are going to pay interest on the deferred
payments in any event. Here is a case in which the Indians
will be benefited as well as the settlers. Upon the moneys that
may be deposited in the Treasury of the United States the In-
dians will receive 3 per cent interest. In this bill we provide
that any deferred payments shall net the Indians 5 per cent,
and that the interesf shall be paid in advance. The security is
ample, because it is much better than before the first payment
was made, and, in addition to that, the second payment has
been met, and improvements are continually being made upon
the land.

Mr. Speaker, in further reply, in a general way, to the oppo-
sition to this bill, T want to say that the law providing for the
opening up of the Coeur d'Alene lands for settlement gave the
same opportunity for the citizens of every State of this Union
as was given fo the people of the State of Idaho, and most of
+the people who made homestead entry as a result of being fortu-
nate enough to draw a lucky number came not from my own
State but from the other States of our country.

It is true that they should have been familiar in a general
way with the provisions of the law before selecting thelr land,
and I have no doubt they were, but they could not foresee the
many items of expense for clearing land, building houses and
fences and barns, maintaining a family, and providing for
bringing the homestead into such shape as would make it able
to produce a sufficient amount of revenue to meet the neces-
sary expenses of life, together with all the improvements to be
made, and, in addition thereto, meet the annual payments re-
quired under the terms of the bill.

I wish there were a provision in the present law to the
effect that the Secretary of the Interior could grant an exten-
sion of time in all cases where necessary, and I hope that a
majority of the settlers upon the Coeur d’Alene Reservation
will not need to avail themselves of the privilege of the pending
measure.

Many of these settlers were poor men, and in view of the
fact that the law under which they entered these lands makes
no provision for an extension of time if a single payment shall
not be met, I submit to this House that it is due these settlers
that an extension of time*be granted.

The Government will not lose, The Indians will not lose.
On the other hand, they will gain 2 per cent on deferred pay-
ments annually over the amount that is paid on Indian funds
held in the Treasury of the United States; and, in addition to
this, the poor settler, wherever he may be located upon the
Coeur d’Alene Reservation, will be able to save his home, con-
tinue his improvements, and take on new courage as he looks
into future years. It is for these people that I plead.

I take it for granted that other members of Congress who
have pressed special legislation for the relief of settlers simi-
larly located knew the conditions of the settlers concerned, and
I want to assure this House that it is the severe conditions
which confront many of the settlers on the Coeur d’'Alene Iles-
ervation that make me urge the passage of the bill

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I shall not object at this time to
the consideration of this bill, but I think I shall hereafter
when such bills come up, not because I have any objection
whatever to the extension of the time in which the settlers may
meet their payments, but because I think that everybody in the
United States is entitled to know in advance, on equal ferms,
with reference to obtaining the public lands. We pass a law
here that comes out of one of the committees and provide that
Indian or other lands can be sold on certain ferms, usunally
Indian lands, and then people out West usually take up the
lands. The people of my town, many of them, would like to
go out there if they considered the payments were not onerous.
but they do not go because they think the law is passed in good
faith ‘and will be enforced. And then when the time comes to
make payment representatives from out there come and say the
people are poor and can not pay and get the time extended.
It is not fair to the people who think they can not make the en-

tries because they think they can not make the payments.
The SPEAKER. Is there objection?




1912.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

3753

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I shall not object to the pas-
sage of this bill, but I do want to make a suggestion in regard
to it. There ought to be no question about the extension of
time of payment, particularly when the entryman pays interest
on the deferred payment, where there are conditions, climatic
or otherwise, which clearly make it impossible or difficault for
the entrymen to make their payments. But because the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs reports a bill where conditions are
clearly such as to justify the deferring of payment, it does not
follow that every gentleman who has an Indian reservation in
his State shall feel called upon to have an extension of time
granted to the people on the reservation in his State. I make
these remarks somewhat for the protection of gentlemen who
come from regions where there are people paying for lands on
Indian reservations. Every time gentlemen allow an extension
of payment, where such extension is not made necessary by
some unusual conditions, they are simply laying up trouble for
themselves. Does the gentleman imagine he will not have the
same demand the next year in this beautiful Coeur d’Alene coun-
try for an extension that he has this year? If a provision were
brought in here under which the Secretary would have discre-
tion to save deserving people who were found in a condition
where it was impossible for them to make payment and there
was danger of their losing their land, that is one proposition
that would not be objected to; but the gentleman knows the
storekeeper, the butcher, the baker, and the candlestick maker
of Coeur d'Alene and the adjacent country are anxious to retain
all of the loos2 change that there is in that country, in that
vicinity, and do not want any of it sent to Washington, and
they will delay the gending as long as they can, and that will
make trouble for the gentleman from Idaho——

Mr. MANN. And the rest of us, because we will have a dozen
of these bilis—20 or more—within the next year.

Mr. MONDELL. I simply make these observations because
we have these problems to face, those of us who live in the
West, as does all the House, and I think the committee should

be very careful that when an extension of payment is allowed’

that there are clearly conditions that make it necessary, and
that where such conditions do not exist but there are well-
meaning people, people who are making an honest effort—a few
exceptions here and there—who can not make their payments,
then some provision might be made with respect to extending
their time.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is the gentleman aware that
some of these settlers have lost their lands, lost the improve-
ments and everything, lost their homes?

Mr. MONDELIL. I should regret that very much, but the gen-
tleman also knows this, that wherever you go on a recdlamation
project or Indian reservation there will be some people taking
a chance who do not make good. Now, that is unfortunate;
the gentleman understands human nature just as well as I do.
I am sorry that any of these people lost their lands and I will
be glad to join in an effort to restore them to them, but I think
it is very important that we should know when we make gen-
ernl extensions that they are necessary under conditions there
existing. There is no question in the Dakota case. Everybody
who knows anything about conditions knows that those meh,
unless they had accumulations, could not possibly make their
payments under the conditions there existing, and I assume
times are hard in the Coeur d’Alene, but it is a country highly
eunltivated and of well-watered rich lands, and unless the people
who went there are particularly hard up I am inclined to think
there are a few dollars lying around in the Coeur d’Alene
country that could be used to make these payments,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent——

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to consider this bill in the House as in the Committee
of the Whole.

Mr. NORRIS. I will ask the gentleman from Idaho [Mr.
FrexcH] if he will yield to me for a minute or two.

Mr. FRENCH. I will ask that the reading of the bill be
dispensed with inasmuch as the bill and amendments have
already been read.

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not yet put the other ques-
tien. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. StepHENS] asks unani-
mous consent to consider the bill in the House as in the Com-
mittee of the Whole. Is there objection? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none,

Now, the gentleman from Idaho asks unanimous consent to
dispense with the rending of the bill and the substitute. Is
there objection? [Afier a pause.] The Chair hears none.

’1\][5':, NORIRIS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Idaho
yield? ; .

XLVIII—236

Mr. FRENCH. I will yield.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Idaho can not yield.

The SPEAKER. Any gentleman is entitled to the floor, who
can get it, for five minutes. :

Mr. NORRIS. Are we reading the bill under the five-minute
rule?

Mr. FRENCH. That has been dispensed with.

Mr. NORRIS. If we are not reading the bill under the five-
minute rule, I do not understand we are entitled to that.

The SPEAKER. When the bill is considered in the House as
in the Committee of the Whole there is no general debate, and
it is read under the five-minute rule for amendment. The gen-
tleman from Idaho [Mr. FrencrH] asks to dispense with the
usual proceeding of reading the whole bill at first.

The Clerk will now read it for amendment, and, if no other
gentleman secures the floor first, the Chair will recognize the
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] as soon as the Clerk
reads to a place in the Dill where the gentleman can demand
recognition,

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert:

“That any person who has heretofore made a homestead e_ntry for
land which was formerly a part of the Coeur d'Alene Indian Reserva-
tion. in the State of ldaho, authorized by the act approved June 21,
1606, may apply to the register and receiver of the land office in the
district or districts in which the land is located for am extension of
time within which to make payment of any amount that Is about to
become due, and upon the payment of interest for one year in advance,
at § per cent per annum upon the amount due, such payment will be
extended for a ricd of one year, and any payment so extended may
annually thereafter be extended for a period of one year in the same
manner : Provided, That the last parment and all other payments must
be made within a period not exceeding one year after the last payment
becomes due by the terms of the act nunder which the entry was made;
that all moneys paid for interest as herein provided shall be deposited
in the Treasury to the credit of the Indians as a part of the proceeds
received for the lands.

“Bec. 2, That failure to make any payment that may be due, unless
the same be extended, or to make any extended payment at or before
the time to which such payment has Deen extended as herein provided,
will forfeit the entry and the same shall be ecanceled, and any and all
payments theretofore made shall be forfeited.

*“BeC. 3. That nothing herein contained shall affect any valid
adverse clalm initiated prior to the passage of this act.”

Mr. NORRIS. DMr. Speaker, I move to sirike out the last
word. It seems to me that while there is a great deal in what
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Max~] has said in regard to
these extensions that come up more or less frequently, after all
the greatest mistake is made in the beginning by Congress in
not giving a sufficient time and fixing a time sufficiently far
distant so that a man in ordinary cirecumstances can go on to
the land and be able to meet the payments which are provided
by law. I believe the fault is with us. We have here a pro-
vision of the law where we have provided that the land shall
be paid for in five years. We also recognize the fact that the
man who buys it and goes onto a piece of raw land, must
build himself a house, he must build barns, and he must subdue
this wild land. And, as the gentleman from Idaho [Mr.
FrENcH] says, in this particular case he has to clear a good
deal of it. g

Yet we have, under the terms of the law, demanded that he
shall do all of this and meet all the payments, complete, within
five years from the beginning. There is not one case out of a
hundred where a man goes onto a farm which he buys, espe-
cially where there is nothing on the land—no house, no barn,
no home, no cultivation—where he is able to pay for it in five
years. As a matter of fact, nobody loses anything if this exten-
sion is made,

The Indians who get ihe money get a larger per cent of inter-
est than they would if the man paid promptly. The provision
is made for the payment of 5§ per cent interest. There is no
danger of loss, because one payment is already made, the im-
provements have been made on these lands, and the security is
a great deal more valuable now than it was in the beginning.
So the fault, in my judgment, if there is one—and I am inclined
to think there is—in all these cases is with Congress and not
with the settler. We have passed these laws, ostensibly at
least, for the poor man. The man who is not poor does not
care to go into this kind of a new country and take up these
lands. It is an invitation that Congress sends all over the
couniry to the men who are poor and who want to go into this
country and build for themselves homes. And we have sur-
rounded them with such exactions that it is almost impossible
for poor men to do this, So that while it may indirectly not
be fair to the man who did not take the risk we would be in
rather an embarrassing position with the Indians if nobody
had taken the risk and ®ad gone there and purchased these
lands. It seems to me instead of shntting down entirely we
ought to let this be a lesson to us, =o that in the future we will

1 be more lenient in the extension of time for the honest home-
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steader who is honestly trying to redeem that country and make
a home for himself.

Something has been said about the reclamation project. Mr.
Speaker, everybody now concedes it was one of the best things
that was ever dev for the country, and particularly for the
‘West, and yet there are hardships right along this line, where
we provided that the man who takes the land under the recla-
mation project has to pay too much too soon. It precludes the
poor man from going in and redeeming the land.

We require him to pay one-tenth of it within a year, before it
is possible for him to raise anything on the land. We fail to
recognize that it is raw land. There are no improvements there.
A man must have a sufficient amount of money when he takes
one of these projects to live for a year or two, at least, without
any. return. So that the only kind of people who are able to
go into these kinds of projects are those who are so well fixed
that they do not care to go into them. It is the poor man who
would be glad to go in if you would make the inducement such
that it would be possible for him to make a living while he
was redeeming this wild country and making it into such a one
rs we expect and demand in the law that he shall make it.
Particularly in this case, as presented by the gentleman from
Idaho [Mr. FrexcH], it seems to me an instance where we can
well afford to correct the error that we failed to correct when
we framed the original law, and that means no loss to anybody,
and no loss in equity to the Indians, who would get the money.
The Indian would get a larger rate, and more of it, and it only
extends it one year. It seems to me that the bill is very fair
and the request is very reasonable, and that it ought not to
excite any opposition whatever.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be
heard on the amendment. The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr.
MoxDpELL] criticizes the Committee on Indian Affairs for having
reported this bill. That same committee, at the meeting before
the one when this bill was reported, reported a bill introduced
by the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MoxpeLL], with relation
to settlers upon the Shoshone or Wind River Reservation in
Wyoming.

That bill passed the House by unanimous consent fo-day.
Under the terms of the law by which the settlers upon that
reservation in Wyoming went upon the lands they were re-
quired to pay 50 cents an acre when they made their entries
and the balance in equal annual payments, I think, during a
period of four or five years. They may commute if they have
resided upon their land for a period of 14 months. The bill
which passed the House to-day, which was reported by this
committee, provided that those settlers, if they showed a resi-
dence of not less than eight months, might commute and acquire
title by paying the balance due for their lands.

Now, I say, Mr. Speaker, that that bill was proper. It was
right to enact it. It is true that in that case it was shown that
great drought prevailed, and that probably it would be impos-
sible for all of those seftlers to acquire title to their lands if
they were required to observe strictly the law under which their
entries had been made. ¢

In the case of this bill the Committee on Indian Affairs, after
a full consideration of the measure, believed that unless we did
enact some remedial legislation many of the settlers would be
unable to acquire title to the land or comply with the law and
thereby lose their only home; and therefore we unanimously re-
ported this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I agree with what the gentleman from Wyoming
[Mr., MoxpeLL] has said, that this legislation ought not to be
passed unless there is a condition of affairs by which a great
hardship will be imposed upon the settlers, unless they are
granted relief. In this case, under existing law, these payments
are to be, made in one or two or three or four or five years, as
I remember. The payments do not draw any interest whatever
if they are paid as they become due; when paid the money is
placed in the Treasury and draws interest at the rate of 3 per
cent per annnm. Under the terms of this bill, if the settler is
unable fo meet his payments, he must make an application for
an extension and pay interest at 5 per cent in advance.

Now, there is no injustice done by this proposition to the In-
dians. On the contrary, it operates to his benefit. And, further-
more, I may say that many of these settlers could undoubtedly
acquire title to their lands and make payments by going to the
-money lenders and paying a high rate of interest and mortgag-
ing their lands. This proposition simply enables the settler to
borrow the money of the Indian and pay him 5 per cent interest
in advance instend of the Indian getting only 3 per cent if it
‘goes into the Treasury; and therefore I say that from every
standpoint the action of the committee is not only justified, but
there is no occasion for eriticism of the committee in having re-
ported this bill. [Applause.]

Mr., MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I did not intend to say any-
thing more about this bill, but the gentleman from South Dakota
[Mr. Burge] has referred as a matter of comparison to a bill
whieh I introduced and which was passed by the House to-day.

That bill was entirely dissimilar in -all its provisions from
this. The only thing that bill did was to provide that the
homestead entryman, instead of being compelled to show that
he had remained upon his homestead 14 months, would be com-
pelled to show that he had remained upon his homestead eight
months continuously; and the fact is that three-quarters of
the homesteaders affected by that bill have been on their home-
steads not only eight months, but a good portion of the time for
the last four years. But the department held that if a man
were on his homestead all summer and left for two or three
months during the winter and came back and spent the next
summer on his homestead and was away again two or three
months during the winter following, there was a break in the
continuity of his settlement, and he could not prove up.

Some of these men have actually lived upon their lands from
two and one-half to three years, if the time could all be added
together, and we did not relieve them from the payment of a
penny.

Now, I have no objection to this legislation if it is necessary.
I would be the last man in the House to object to granting re-
lief to homestead settlers who need relief, I will not say that
these men do not need relief. I will only say that, in my judg-
ment, it has not been proven that they do. I say it is important
in the future that in passing upon cases of this kind it should be
very clearly shown that the relief asked for is necessary, be-
cause you can depend upon it that relief will be asked for,
whether it is necessary or not, and it is important for the com-
mittee to examine into these matters and decide whether their
relief is absolutely necessary. I shall take it for granted in this
case that it is. [Applause.]

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I agree with practically everything,
if not everything, that was said on this subject by the gentle-
man from Nebraska [Mr. Norris]. My objection to bills of
this character which come before the House is the objection
to special privilege.

We hear a great deal said in the country about legislation in
favor of special privilege. That is precisely what this bill is,
and that was precisely what the bill was that was reported
from the committee and introduced by the gentleman from
Wyoming [Mr. MoxpeLL], who has criticized this bill. He has
made a very valuable criticism against this bill, and a similar,
though not exactly the same, criticism could have been made
and ought to have been made against his bill. Special privilege
is granttd to people to go upon this land under certain terms
offered by the Government, when other people are deterred from
going on the land because they think they can not comply with
those terms.

A few weeks ago we had a bill up for consideration here in
reference to the disposition of Indian lands in Oklahoma, and I
got inserted in the bill a provision giving to the Secretary of
the Interior discretion in reference to the time of extending
payment. I would like to inquire if any gentleman in the
House knows what has become of that bill and that proposition?

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I would like to
answer the gentleman's inguiry, that the question of making
this extension discretionary with a department of the Govern-
ment was considered quite carefully by the Committee on In-
dian Affairs. It was thought that practically all of these peo-
ple—I am speaking generally now—that asked for these ex-
tension acts would be seeking relief, and that to make it dis-
cretionary with a department of the Government would necessi-
tate the entryman making an application. In most instances he
would be required to employ an attorney, and he would thereby
be put to an expense, and it was thought that it would be much
better," if we were going to grant an extension, to give the ex-
tension to everybody, so that they could all have it if thex de-
sired, and without any particular’ effort on their part except to
comply with the condition imposed.

Mr. MANN. I do not agree with the gentleman at all, but
what became of that bill with that provision in it?

AMr. BURKE of South Dakota. I did not hear the gentle-
man’s particular reference.

Mr. MANN. We inserted that provision in the general bill
that was passed here recently in reference to the disposition
of certain Indian lands in Oklahoma.

AMr. BURKE of South Dakota. Providing for discretionary
power? ;

Mr. MANN. The surface-land bill.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. That he might grant exten-
sions?

Mr. MANN. Yes.
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Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I do not recall it.

: B.Er. MANN. What has become of the bill? Is it still pend-
ng?

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I think the bill is a law. If
it is the bill for the sale of the segregated lands in Oklahoma,
it was a Senate bill, and the Senate concurred in the House
amendment.

Mr. MANN. T am glad if it is a law. Now, we are talking
here every day about special privileges, yet we bring up here a
.bill for the benefit of the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Mox-
DELL] far more extensive in its terms than was recommended
by the Interior Department; a bill authorizing the granting of
patents to those people, I believe, without even cultivating a
single acre of the land. Next, we come up and propose to ex-
tend the time for payment for land, where most of the people
ought to be able to pay for the land, on the theory that you can
sell land and have everybody comply with the terms of sale.
That never has been done and never will be done. God did not
make men that way any more than he made all apples the same
size, the same color, and the same taste.

The SPEAKER. Debate on this amendment is exhausted.
The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] withdraws his pro
forma amendment, and the question is on agreeing to the com-
mittee substitute for the bill.

The substitute was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, and was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. StepHENS of Texas, a motion to reconsider
the last vote was laid on the table.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I desire here to insert as a part
of my remarks the bill as amended, so that the settlers upon the
reservation may understand the provisions of the same.

The bill as amended reads as follows:

A bill (H. . 18681) to provide for an extension of time of pnyment
of all unpaid payments due from homesteaders on the Coeur d’Alene
Indian Reservation, as provided for under an act of Congress ap-
proved June 21, 1906.

Be it enacted, ete., That any person who has heretofore made a home-
stead entry for land which was formerly a part of the Coeur d'Alene
Indian Reservation, in the State of Idaho, authorized by the act a
Eﬂroved June 21, 1906, may apply to the register and receiver of the

nd office In the district or districts in which the land is located for
an extension of time within which to make payment of any amount
that is about to become due, and upon the payment of interest for one

year in advance, at 5 E\er cent per annum upon the amount due, such

payment will be extended for a period of one year, and anf ayment
g0 extended may annually thereafter be extended for a per of one
year in the same manner: Protided, That the last payment and all
other payments must be made within a perlod not exceeding one year
after the last payment becomes due by the terms of the act under which
the entry was made; that all moneys pald for interest as herein pro-
vided shall be deposited in the Treasury to the credit of the Indians as
a part of the proceeds received for the lands.

EC. 2. That fallure to make any payment that may be due, unless
the same Dbe extended, or to make nnge:xtended payment at or before
the time to which such payment has n extended as herein provided
will forfeit the entry and the same shall be canceled, and any and all
payments theretofore made shall be forfeited.

EC. 3. That nothing herein contained shall affect any wvalid adverse
claim initiated prior to the passage of this act.

RETURN OF BILLS TO THE SENATE.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following communi-

ecation from the Senate.:
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED BTATES,
March 19, 1912.

Resoleed, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Rep-
resentatives to return to the Senate the bill (8. 8716) for the erection
of a publle bullding at 8t George, Utah.

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the request will be
complied with.

There was no objection.

Also the following:
IN THE BENATE OF THE UNITED SBTATES,
March 18, 1912,

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Rep-
resentatives to return to the Senate the bills (8. 317) to provide for
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at
Sundance, in the State of Wyoming, and (8. 318) to provide for the
acquisition of a site and the erection of a public bullding thereon at
Newcastle, Wyo., and (8. 4493) to provide for the purchase of a site
and the ereection of a public bullding thereon at Thermopolis, in the
State of Wyoming.

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, this request will be
complied with.

There was no objection.

ISOLATED TRACTS OF PUBLIC LANDS.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 19342)
to amend section 2455 of the Revised Statutes of the United
States relating to isolated tracts of public lands, with a Senate
amendment thereto.

The Senate amendment was read.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorade. Mr. Speaker, I move that the
House concur in the Senate amendment,

The motion was agreed to.

- .
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THE DEAD OF THE BATTLESHIP *‘ MAINE."”

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee
on Naval Affairs, I present a report of that committee in re-
sponse to the letter of the President of the United States, ad-
dressed to the Speaker of the House, with reference to the cere-
monies at the burial of the dead of the battleship Maine. I ask
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

House resolution 4535.

Whereas the President of the United States has notified the Speaker
of the House of Representatives that on Saturday, the 23d day of
March, 1912, memorlal services will be held to honor the memory of
the officers and enlisted men who went down to an untimely death
on the battleship Maine in the harbor of Habana on the 15th day
of February, 1808 ; and

Whereas devotion to duty and sacrifice of line on behalf of country
npgenl to the best impulses of the people and inspire noble purposes
a?ti lofty i&ieals in national life and should receive appropriate recog-
nition ; an

Whereas the officers and enlisted men of the Malne at the post of duty

ve b:hiagr lives as a sacrifice for the honor of their country : There-
ore

Resolved, That when the House adjourns on Friday, the 22d day of
March, 1912, the House do adjourn until Monday following, as an ex-
fress!on of its admiration for the officers and enlisted men who lost

heir lives on the Maine, and for the purpose of participating in the

services to be held in their honor.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent for
the consideration of the resolution just read. Is there objec-
tion?

There was no objection.

Mr. PADGETT. I move the adoption of the resolution.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman inform the
Housge whether, under the terms of the resolution, the under-
standing is that the House is to meet on Saturday or that it is
to adjourn on Friday until Monday ?

Mr. PADGETT. It provides that when the House adjourns
on Friday it shall be until Monday next.

Mr. MANN. The committee changed the resolution,

Mr. PADGETT. We changed the resolution.

The resolution was agreed to.

PENSIONS,

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and
pass the bill (H. R. 21597) granting pensions and increase of
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil. War and cer-
tain widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of
said war, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

A bill (H. R. 21597) granting+*pensions and Increase of pensions to cer-
tain soldlers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows and
dependent children of soldiers and sailors of sald war.

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws—

The name of Jacob Gilts, late of Company H, Fourteenth Reziment
Ohio Velunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per
month in lieu of that he is now receiving.: '~

The name of Joseph Simcox, late of Cédmpany I, First Regiment
Ohilo Volunteer Heavy Arti!ler{; and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month in lisu of that he Is now receiving.

The name of Benjamin J. Switzer, late of Company D, Twenty-ninth
Raiiment Ohio Volanteer Infantrg. and pay him a pension at the rate
of $24 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Adam Bible, late of U. 8. 8. Silver Lake and Red Rover,
TUnited States Navy, and pay bhim a nslon at the rate of $30 per
month in llen of that he is now receiving.

The name of James A. Dumars, late of ComPany I, One hundred and
forty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of §30 per month In lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Jullus W. Day, late of Company D, Eighty-thlrd Regi-
ment I'ennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pdy him a pension at the
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of John J. Spiker, late of Company I, Sixth Reziment West
Virginia Volunteer Cnva]r{‘. and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month in lien of that he is now recelving.

The name of John W. Combs, late of Company D, Third Regiment
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Jacob Dismuke, late of Company D, First Regiment
M!sslssipgl Mounted Rifles, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24
per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of George B. Stoner, late of Company B, Fifty-seventh
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in llen of that he Is now receiving.

The name of Bamuel Tatlow, late of Com[i)aniee E and B, First Regi-
ment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month in lien of that he Is now recelving.

The name of Peter G. Wynegar, late of Company H, One hundred and
thirty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Inrantr{; and pay him a pen-
slon at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Willlam Swalley, late of Company G, Fourteenth Iiegl-
ment Missourl Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$24 per month In lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Mary J. Preuitt, widow of Valentine Preunitt, late of
Com]')any M, First Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lien of that she is now receiving.

The name of John Barnett, late of Company H, Fifty-sixth Iteglment
United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.
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The name of Wildlam H. Allanson, late of Company B, First Regiment
Illinois Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month in lien of that he is now recelving,

The name of John B. Welcome, alias John Gendron, late of Company
A, Fifty-seventh Regiment Massachusttts Volunteer Infantry, and pay
hfn:ligI pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is mow
receiving.

The name of Charles H. Bassett, late of Company G, Sixth Regiment
Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month in lien of that he Is now receiving.

The name of James Reynolds, late of Company €, Fourth Ee%iment
United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per
month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Alice J. Rank, widow of John A. Rank, late of Sixteenth
Battery, Indiana Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her a pension at
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now recei;}:lg.

The name of Francis M. Harter, late of Companies H A, El%hty-
third Rcﬁiment Ohio Volunteer In%nntry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $36 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Michael J. Boland, late of Company B, One hundred and
forty-seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Intu.ntrg. and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $24 per month in llen of that he is now receiving.

The name of Willlam Hazelbaker, late of Compln{o G, Ninth Regi-
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$40 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

'he name of Mathias House, late of Company G, One hundred and
forty-eighth Regiment Indiana ¥Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $24 B" month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Joseph Dixon, late quartermaster U. 8. 8. Clara Dolson,
Kenwood, and Great Western, United States Navy, and pay him a pen-
slon at the rate of §30 month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Geor . Blood, late of Company D, Second Regiment
Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$£36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Sarah C. Ryland, former widow of George W. Collins,
late of Company K, Bixth Eeghmmt West Virginia Velunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name o Bg-ellg B. McCarthy, late of Company M, One hundred
and second Regim Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of 2:12 E&er month.

The name of Hen g rris, late of Comgany C, One hundred and
fortyfirst Regiment Pennsylvania Velunteer Infantry, and pay him a
pe;:;min at the rate of $30 per month in liem of
ceiving.

The name of Willam Pirkle, late of Company (&, Tenth Regiment
Indiana Velunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month in llen of that he is new recetvtné,r.

The name of Thomas J. Turner, late of Company K, Fifth Regiment
California Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20
per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of James P. SBarver, late of Comp:
ment Illinols Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receivhég.

The name of Morris Ecker, late of Company H, Ninety-first Regiment

Ivania Velunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
£24 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Isaiah Snyder, late of Company H, Two hundred and
Tourteenth Regiment lvania Volunteer Infantry, and Eny him =8
pelnvsiion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he now Te-
celving.

The mame of George King, late of Company G, Two hundred and
Fifteenth Regiment, and Company F, One hundred and fifty-third Regi-
ment, Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry.and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in Hen of that he is now receiving.

The name of Charles Van Schoick, late of Company F, First Reglment
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of §36 per
month In leu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Samuel L. D. Hudson, late of Company B, Fifth Regi-
ment West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and Cempany C, Fifty-sixth
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30 per month in lien of that be is now receiving.

The name of Nathan T. Hastings, late of Company H, Seventieth
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infaniry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Bdward E, Thorn, late of Company B, One hundred and
forty-third R t Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of §24 gr month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Charles Russe, late of Company F, Forty-sixth Regiment
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Oliver J. Plemons, late of Company H, Sixty-seventh
Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30 per month In lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of John L. Doyle, late first-class fireman, U. 8. 8, North
Carolina, Potomaec, and Tennessee, United States Navy, and pay him
a @_Ension at the rate of $30 per month in liem of that he is now re-
ceiving.

'Ihegnnme of Alice L. Rowley, widow of Willlam W. Rowley, late of
Company F, Twenty-eighth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a Pension at the rate of $20 per month in lien of that she is
now receiving. -

The name of Henry H. Weaver, late of ComEme K, Forty-ninth Regi-
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pemsion at the rate
of $30 per month in Heu of that he is now recelving.

t he is now Te-

The name of Francis H. Galbraith, late of Company F, Thirty-seventh
Reglment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantrg, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $24 per month in lien of that he 1s now receiving.

T%}e n?u}lfl of il\ifi‘l}lxllm I“Ieeltv?roodt,rylate ﬂot Gorf.l ny A, Elghtﬁ{;}he
Regimen ssourl Volunteer Infan and pay o pension a
mtsu of $30 per month in lien of that he 1s now recelvin

The name of James G. Warren, late of Company G, 'IEvenﬂeth Betil-'
e

ment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at
rate of $36 per month in lien of that he is now recelving.

The name of Jesse Corn, late of Company K, One hundred and
seventy-third Hegiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen-
gion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

name of Anna E. Botsford, widow of Ell W. Botsford, late major |

The
Bixteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at
the rate of $25 per month in lien of that she Is now receiving.

The name of John T. Riley, late of Com K, Second Regiment,
and Company I, Eleventh Reglment, Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per menth in Hen of that he is

now receiving.
The name of Joseph Richardson, late of Compa X, One hundred
intantry, and pay

and twenty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer

B, Twentieth Regl-

him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he Is now
receiving.

The name of Frederick B. I..ewlsl, late of Company D, Ninth Regiment
Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now rece!vin%

The name of Anderson M. Basquin, late of Company K, Sixth Regi-
ment Ohlo Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Willlam L. Thomas, late of Company C, Twelfth Regl-
ment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay a pension at the rate of
$30 per month in lien of that he is now recelving.

The name of Samuel Smith, late of Company }f First Regiment West
Virginla Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension st the rate of $24
per month in llen of that he is now receiving.

The name of George Long, late of Col ¥y G, Third Regiment Iowa
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month
in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Willlam Goodin, late of Company A, First Regiment
Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per
month in Heu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Willlam H. Perkins, ate of Company ¥, Twenty-third
Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in llen of that is now receiving.

The name of Charles M. Asbury, late of Company A, htieth Regl-
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$86 per month In lieu of that he is now recei z

The name of Alonzo Livingston, late of Company D, Seventy-sixth
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30 per month in lien of that he is mow receiving.

The name of Calvin B. Flick, late of Company F, Eleventh Regiment
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of William N. George, late of Company L, Eleventh Regi-
ment Penmsylvania Velunteer Cavalry, and Company K, Eighth Regi-
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a penslon at the
rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Jacob G. Drehmer, late of Company B, Nineteenth Regi-
ment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30. per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Alfred J. Skinner, late of Company I, Twenty-second
Regiment Michigan Velunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of George Claxtom, late of Come%ﬂl%,v K, One hundred and
twenty-fourth Regiment United States Color olunteer Infantry, and
pay him a pension at the rate of §24 per month in Heu of that he is
now receiving.

The name of Francis M. Wall, 1ate of Company K, One hundred and
eighty-fourth Hegiment Ohio Volunteer Infaniry, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $24 per month in len of that he is now receiving

The name of Cealon Robertson, late landsman, U. 8. 8. Ohio and
Colorado, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$£30 per month in lien of that ‘he is now receiving.

The name of Thomas B. Cummins, late of Company F, Fifth Regi-
ment Indiana Velunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
£30 per month in leu of that he is now reeciving.

The name of Me Bates, widow of Almarin F. Bates, late of Second
Ba Minnesota Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her a pension at
the rate of $12 month.

The name of Alexander Scott, late of Company A, Seventeenth Regl-
ment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension
at the rate of £30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Romeo J. Crossland, late of Company B, Second Regi-
ment Minnesota Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pemsion at the rate
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is mow receiving.

The name of John R, Leffard, late of Company C, One hundred and
twenty-fifth Reglment Pennsylvanla Velunteer Infantry, and Company
D, First Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay
l:iminl pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is new
recelving.

The name of John Donechy, late of Company D, One hundred and
fiftieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $20 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Joseph Long, late of Company D, Third Reglment Penn-
sylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30 per month In lieu of that he 1s now receiving.

The name of Thomas J. Brown, late of Company A, One hundred and
thirty-seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen-
siom at the rate of $24 per month in len of that he is now receiving.

The name of Sidney J. Crocker, late of Company C, Thirteenth Regi-
ment Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteer Infantry, and Company C, One
hundred and ninetieth Regiment Penmsylvania Volunteer Infantry,
and pay him a pension at the rate of $236 per month in lieu of that he
is now receiving.

The name of Daniel SBeger, late of Company B, Second Regiment Towa
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month
in llen of that he is now receiving.

The name of Marion Harris, late of Company D, Fifty-seventh Regl-
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$£30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of David Vestal, late of Comgmny H, Fourth Regiment,
and Company H, One hundred and eightieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer

rate of $30 per month in lien
of that he is now

Infantry, and pay him a pension at
receh-!nf.

The name of James Milton Thomas, late of Company D, Sixty-fourth
Ttegiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Lewls Siples, late of Company D, S!.xtg'-tnurth Reglment
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of §36 per
month In lieu of that he is now recelving. 5

The name of James K. Polk Brady, late of Company B, Sixty-fourth
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Julius Demule, late of Company C, Fourteenth Regiment
IMinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of §30
per month in Heu of that he is now recelving.

The name of David H. Randall, 1late of Company D, Twenty-first Regi-
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Nard B. R. Jehnson, late of Company ¥, Thirty-fifth
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer lntantr{l. and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now iving.

The name of Robert Sutor, late of Company I, First Reglment Whe
ginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per
month in lieu of that he is now receiving.
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The name of Ludwell Tinsman, late of Company K, Fifth Regiment
Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per
month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Charles W. Barns, late of Company K, Sixty-third Hegi-
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$36 per month in llen of that he is now recei

The name of Daniel Beck, late of Company G, Seventy-seventh Regi-
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pensfon at the rate of
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Samuel W. Porter, late of Company I, Twenty-seventh
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Susan Babcock, widow of David Babcock, late of Com-

ny B, One hundred and twenty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer

nfantry, and Em.]y her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of John A. Brimmer, late of Company L, Second Regiment
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$40 per month in lien of that he Is now receiving.

The name of Charles A. Shaffer, late of Companies K and A, Fifth
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of ATollas W. Moffit, late of Company G, Thirty-second

iment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of £30 per month in lien of that he is now rece[vl:lg(.

he name of Frank B. Honza, late of Company K, One hundred and
twenty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen-
slon at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now reuelﬂng;

The name of Jona F. Willilamson, late of Company G, Ninth
Regiment Missouri State Militia Volunteer Cavalrﬁ, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is new receiving.

The name of James H. Parks, late of Comgny M, First Re ent New
Hampshire Volunteer Cavalry, and hospital “steward, United States
Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lien of
that he is now recelving.

The name of William H. Maxfleld, late of Company C, One hundred
and forty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him
a ﬂ::_ion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he iz now re-

The name of Alonzo F. Stalker, late of Company D, Twelfth Regi-
ment Illinois Volunteer Canl?. and pay him a pension at the rate of
£30 per month in lieu of that he iz new receiving.

The name of Austin P. Thayer, late of Company B, One hundred and
first t, and Company C, Fortleth Regiment, New York Velun-
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per menth in
llen of that he is now recelving:ﬂj

The name of Emogene Mars . widow of Joseph T. Marshall, late
of Company B, One hundred and first nt Ohlo Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Elizabeth A. Gordon, former widow of John W, Fowler,
late of Company A, Fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. y

The name of Ellen C. Basil, widow of Jeremiah Basll, late of Com-
fany B, Thirty- and Thirty-fourth Regiments Iowa Volunteer In-

antry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of
e A OF TN late of C M, Third Regimen

¢ name o am rnan, late of Company d t
Rhode Island Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in llen of that he is now receiving.

The name of James P. MeClellan, late of Company G, Eighty-seventh
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lHeu of that he is now receiving.

The name of James V. Morrill, late of Company A, Second Regiment
Illineois Volunteer Cavalry. and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Levi W Snr%ent, late of Com ¥ A, Ninth Regiment
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30 per month In lien of that he is now recetviuf.

The name of Orville C. Gordon, late of Companies F and G, Eight-
eenth Regiment New Ham; re Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen-
gion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of John D). Womble, late of Company M, I'ifth Regiment
Tennessee Volunieer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month in lieu of that he is now recelvil(ajg.

The name of Andrew J. Mullins, late of Company H, Third Regiment
Tennessee Mounted Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 a month.

The name of James Simpson, late of Company D, Seventh Regiment
Tenressee Mounted Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $24 per month in lleu of that he is now recelﬁnlg

The name of amin F. Hardy, late of Company I, Seventh Regi-
ment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving,

The name of Jerry A. IFitzgerald, late of Company G, Second Regi-
ment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Jacob Ley, late of Company H, Eighty-second Reglment
Illinois Volunteer In.fantr{, and pay a pension at the rate of $30
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of John H. Kohr, late of Company K, One hundred and
fourth R ent Illinois Volunteer Infa.ntrﬁ. and pay him a pension at
the rate of $30 per month in llen of that he is now receiving.

The name of Charles A. Young, late of Company K, Seventh Regi-
ment West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of John S. Lander, late of Company A, Twenty-second
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now mmivlnﬁ.

'he name of Jeremiah Bipe, late of Company B, One hundred and
pixty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Drafted Militia Infantry, and Com-

any C, Twelfth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
migi pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now
receiving.

The name of Joseph N. Burch, late of Campangn B, Twenty-second
Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantr{. and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Jacob HE. Israel, late of Company M, First Regiment
West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$24 per month in leu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Nathan 8. Parson, late of Company F, Fifty-ifth Regi-
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at et%e
rate of $30 per month in lien of that he Is now receiving.

The name of Benjamin A. Swasey, late of Company %, Thirty-first
and Thirty-second Hegiments Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him
a Insiona.ttherateot $30 per month in lien of that he is now re-
celving.

The name of Willlam Hopion, late of Company C, Sixtieth ng‘ment
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per’
month in lien of that is now recewving.

The name of Jacob S. Robey, Inte of Company H, First Regiment
Maryland Volunteer Cs\ralrg, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month In llen of that he is now recelving.

The name of Willlam H. Hooper, late of Company D, Elﬁpty—fuurth
Regiment New York Volunteer [nfantry, and Company €, First Regl-
ment Veteran Reserve Corps, pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Hiram L. Edwards, late of Company F, Twenty-third
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he I8 now receiviuﬁ.

The name of Farmer Lathrop, late of Company G, Elghth Regiment
Iowa Volunteer Cs\ralr{l. and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per
month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of John H. Oakerson, late of Company A, Fortieth Regi-
ment Kentucky Volunteer Inf:mtrg. and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30 per month in lieu of that he I8 now receiving.

he name of Le ia Branyan, widow of James A. Branyan, late of
Company B, Thirteenth ReFlment Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a E]ens on at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of
that she iIs now receiving.

The name of Willlam Miller, late of Company K, Fifteenth Regiment
Massachnsetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of 830 per month in lien of that he is now rt‘:cei\rln%1

The name of Peter Golden, late of Company K, Eighty-eighth Regi-
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and Company B, Twenty-third Regi-
ment Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of §
per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Joseph Poirier, late of Battery K, First Regiment New
York Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month in llen of that he is now recelving.

The name of Mcug J. Burriss, widow of Gldeon Burriss, late of
Company H, Third Hegiment Tennessee Mounted Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of 312 per month.

The name of John Walter, late of Company I, One hundred and
sixtieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and Company K,

Fifteenth iment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and ¥ him a
pelnélon at rate of $30 per menth in lien of that he now re-
ceiving.

The name of Permelin Hubbird, widew of Bird Hubbird, late of Com-
pany C, Ninth Regiment Missouri State Militla Cavalry, and pay her a
pensii:_lgaat the rate of $20 per month in llen of that she is now
rece -

The name of Sue May, widow of John B. May, late of Company F,
Fifty-seventh Regiment Ohio Velunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen-
sion at the rate of $12 per month,

The name of John B, Holden, late of Company A, Twenty-ninth Regi-
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infaniry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Steen Hanson, jr., late of Company H, First Regiment
Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$24 per month in Heu of that he is now recelving.

The name of George M. Banfill, alias George B. Phillips, late of Com-
pany H, Tenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $30 per month in leu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Willlam ssingham, late of Company B, Thirty-first
Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and Im a pension at the rate
of $24 per month in lien of that is now receivin%'

The name of George W. Baker, late of Company &, Elghte?nh Regi-
ment Mie Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension af the rate
of $30 per month in lieu of that he ls now receiving.

The name of Harvey W. Trumble, late of Compan , Fourteenth
Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and Company D, Six-
teenth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is new receiving.

The name of Samuel F. Crump, late of Company F, Eighth Regiment
Missourl Provisional Enrolled Militila, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Exra Hyatt, late of Compan}inl'l' Ouve hundred and
twenty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and Company
G, Sixth Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Plersy 8. Kltchell, late of Company E, Seventy-ninth
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $36 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

& The name of William W. Kope, late of Company A, Forty-ninth Regi-
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of John MeClain, Iate of Company K, Sixtieth Regiment,
and Company G, Fourteenth Regiment, Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month In lleu of thaf he is
now recelving. -

The name of Stephen Lanning, Iate of Comlpa.ny G, One hundred and
forty-third, Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a
pe;nﬁfn at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he Is now re-
ceiving.

The name of George D. Allhands, late of Company K, One hundred
and thirty-seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him
a lm:ion at the rate of $24 per month in lien of that he is now re-

ving.

The name of Francis M. Hill, late of Company E, Tenth Reziment
Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving..

The name of Bradf R. Gilbert, late of Company E, Seventh Regi-
ment Illinols Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$24 per month in lien of that he is now recelving.

The mame of Isanc Skinner, late of Company I, Fourth Regiment
Michigan Volunteer. Cava]rﬂ-, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month in lien of that iz now receiving.

The name of Mary A. Philli widow of Charles F. Phillips, late of
Company B, Tenth Regiment ode Island Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her [a]pension at the rate of §20 per month In Hen of that she {s now
receiving.

The name of James E. Lawhon, late of Seventeenth Dattery Indiana
Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of §30 per
month in Hen of that he is now receiving.

The name of Jefferson Hurlock, late of Company D, One hundred and
first Regiment Indiana Veolunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $36 %51- month in lew of that be is now receiving.

The name of Wilson Waterman, late of Company I, One hundred and
thirty-second Regiment Indlana Volunteer Infantry,” and pay him a
pension at the rate of §30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.
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The name of Jackson Goodman, late of Company I, Second Regiment
Tennessee Mounted Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $£30 per month in liev of that he is now recelving.

The name of Henry Sheeseley, late of Company F, Sixteenth Regiment
Pennsylvania Volunfeer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$£30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Sumner H. Perry, late of Company E, Twelfth Regiment
Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Cyrus Fike, late of Company D, Thirtieth Regiment, and
Company B, One hundred and twenty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer
Infantry, and pay him a pension af the rate of $30 per month in lien
of that he is now receiving.

The name of George V. Huston, late of Company A, Eleventh Regi-
ment Ohio. Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36
per month in lleu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Andreas Klaila, late of Company C, Thirty-eighth Regi-
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $36 per month In lien of that he is now rw.ehvin%i

The name of Julia C. McCue, widow of Jeremiah D. McCue, late of
Company I, Seventeenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay
ber a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

-The name of Eliza A. Miller, widow of James C. Miller, late of Com-

y D, One hundred and fifty-fifith Regiment Ohio National Guard In-

anfry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of
that she is now receivmg.

The name of Myron S, Harding, late of Company C, Seventh Regi-
ment Indlana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$£30 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of John E. Winfrey, late of Company H, Forty-fourth
Regiment AMissourl Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Pleasant H. Wilson, late of Company I, Twenty-sixth
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of William W. Johnson, late of Third Battery, Connecticut
Volunteer Light Artillery, and Company B, First Regiment Connecticut
Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24
per month in lien of that he is now recelving.

The name of Benjamin F. Musselman, late of Company E, One hun-
dred and thirty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lien of tha he is
now receiving.

The name of Frederick Metzger, late of Company K, One hundred and
ninety-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lien of that he is now recelving.

The name of Charles Feckenscher, late of Company F, Twentiet
Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $24 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of George W. Videito, late of Company A, Eighty-ninth
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $£30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Willlam H. Brenner, late of Company D, Tenth Regl-
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The name of Marcus D. L. Neal, late of Company K, Fifty-fourth
Regiment Illinols Volunteer Infantr{, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving,

The name of Bolling H. Felts, late of Company K, Eighth Regiment
Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The nathe of Robert H. McFadden, late of Company H. Seventh Regi-
ment, and Company D, Fort{-ﬁmt Reﬁiment. Iilinois Volunteer Infantry,
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in llen of that he
is now receiving.

The name of John Walker, Iate of Company A, Second Regiment
Florida Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month in lieu of that he Is now receiving.

The name of Mary C. Shepard, widow o Hnr\-er (. Shepard, late
of Company B, Twenty-seventh Regiment Connecticut Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a ‘pension at the rate of §20 per month in lieu of
that she is now receiving.

The name of Wallace Cole, late of Company G, First Regiment Wis-
consin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pénsion at the rate of $30
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.”

The name of Willlam Wilkins, late of Company H, Forty-eighth
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $24 per month in lien of that he Is now receiving,

The name of Knealy Waymire, late of Company D, One hundred and
forty-seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Henry B. Perce, late of Comgany C, Thirty-fifth Regi-
ment, and Compan , One hundred and eighty-fourth Regiment, New
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36
per month in len of that he is now receiving.

The name of James Coleman, late of Company I, One hundred and
twentieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Thomas Hampson, late of Companies M, F, and A,
Sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Lydia A. Wright, widow of Daniel C. Wright, late un-
assigned, Ninety-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is
now. receiving.

The name of James M. Marshall, late of Company D, Two hundred
and sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him
a mizn_s:lon at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is mow
receiving. .

The name of John C. Doran,.late of Company E, Eleventh Regiment
Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Margaret W. Dexter, widow of Charles H. Dexter, late
of Battery B, Maryland Volunteer Light Artillery, and ¥ her a
pensloin at the rate of $20 per month in llen of that she is now
receiving. )

The name of Charles H. Scott, late of Company C, Thirty-first Regi-
ment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of James Armstrong, late of Comgnny I, Ninety-sixth Regi-
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and artificer, First Regiment New

York Volunteer Epgineers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36
he is now reoaivu_:s. $

per month in lieu of that

The name of Dennis Wynas, late of Company K, Twenty-second Regl-
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and Company H, First Hegiment
New York Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of John Stafford Stevens, late of Company D), Eighty-ninth
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lleu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Samuel 8. MecCreery, late of Company A, Second Inde-

ndent Battallon Pennsylvania Militla Volunteers. and Company A,
'wo hundred and sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry,
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he
i= now recelving.

_ The name of John G. Kiesling, late of Compan{ L, Tenth Regiment
New York Volunteer Hleavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he Is mow recelving.

The name of George P. Walling, late of Company B, lﬁmt Regiment
Oregon Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Ezra Peters, late of Company C, Ninety-fifth Regiment
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per
month in lien of that he is now recciving.

The name of John Durns, late of Company G, Thirteenth Regiment
Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month in lien of that he Is now receiving.

The name of Samuel C. Davis, late of Company K, Seventh Regiment
Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of §30
per month in lien of that he Is now receiving.

The name of Augustus I, Groff, late of Company F, Seventh Regi-
ment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of £24 per moenth in lien of that he is now recelving.

The'mme of Samuel B. Price, late of Company A, Second Reziment
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of §50 per
month in lieu of that he s now recelving. -

The name of Edward Trumble, late of Company F, Sixteenth Regi-
ment Illinols Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30 per month in lleu of that he is now recelving.

The name of William T. Miller, late of Company I, One hundred and
fifty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Joshua F. Lemmon, late of Company K, Fifty-ninth
Regiment Indlana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $38 per month in lleu of that he is now receivln%.

The name of Richard Lavery, late acting first assistant engineer,
United States Ndavy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per
month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Sarah C. Smart, widow of George K. Smart, late of
Company E, Thirteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she
is now receiving.

The name of Jeremiah Postlethwait, late of Company /i, Seventeenth
Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantrg, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $24 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of James Bullamore, late of Company K, Twelfth Regl-
ment Tllinois Volunteer Infantry, and Company B, One hundred and
ninety-fourth Itegithent Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him
a pguialon at the rate of $30 per month in llen of that he I8 now
receiving.

The name of Valerlan Hauns, late of Company C, Sixteenth Regi-
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $24 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of John Merling, late of Company B, First Regiment Call-
fornia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Thomas W. Dutro, late of Company D, Seventy-eighth
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $36 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of James F. MeKeen, late of Company I, Twenty-sixth
Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of §50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Thomas Dipper, late of Company F, Sixth Regiment
Missouri Volunteer Cavalrfn and pay him a pension at the rate of $36
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of August Burkhard, late of Company E, Eleventh Regi-
ment New York State Militia, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. :

The name of Wranels Bartley, late of Company A, First Regiment
Ohio Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Alvah R. Blackmore, late of Company A, Eighty-third
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and Company A, Eleventh Regi-
ment Veteran Reserve Cnrgs, and pay him a pension at the rate of §40
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Robert B. Reed, late of Company I, Fourteenth Regi-
ment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $20 per month in lleu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Robert M. Dunnington, late of Company C, Fourth
Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him n pension at
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of John W. Bmall, late of Company A, Eighth Regiment
Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of §30
per month in lien of that he is now recﬂvln;ir.

The name of Ellen R. Shoppell, widow of Charles Sholppcll. late of
Company C, Fiftieth Regiment Pennsylvanla Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month In‘lieu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of James D). Layton, late of Company T, One hundred and
ninety-third Regiment -Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him
1 primslou at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re-
ceiving.

Thegname of Melville W. Stone, late of Company H, Seventh Regi-
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$24 per month in lien of that he Is now receiving.

The name of Henry S. Jenks, late of Company D, One hundred and
fourteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $30 per month in llem of that he is now re-

ceiving.

Thneglmme of Elizabeth A. Jacobs, former widow of Charles W. Ien-
nington, late of Company C, Eighty-fourth Itegiment Illinois Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Lewis W. Brown, late of Company F, Thirty-first Regi-
ment lowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Adam I}. Hastings, late of Company I, SBixty-second
Regiment, and Company G, Sixty-seventh Regiment, Ohio Volunteer
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Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $38 per month in lien
of that he is now recelving.

The name of Holly A. Young, widow of Abraham Young, late of
Company F, Ninety-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of §24 per month In lieu of that she is
now receiving : Provided, That in the event of the death of Minerva
Younf. helpless and dependent child of said Abraham Young, the addi-
tional pension herein granted shall cease and determine: And provided
further, That in the event of the death of Holly A. Young the name of
said Minerva Younf shall be placed on the pension roll, subject to the
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of $24 per
month from and after the date of death of sald Holly A. Young.

The name of John Rising, late of Company L, One hundred and second
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at
the rate of £30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Albert Adams, late of Company D), Bixty-fourth Regi-
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of 830 per month in lien of that he is now ng.

The name of Milford 12. Buttles, late of Company B, One hundred
and twelfth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of James Hunter, late of Second Independent Battery, Min-
nesota Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$40 per month in lieu of that he Is now recelving.

The name of Henry Pruess, late of Company A, One hundred and
forty-first Regiment Iilinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Danlel Conner, late of Company B, First Regiment
Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month in lien of that he I8 now receiving.

The name of Oscar P. Whitney, late of Company A, Twenty-third
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of §30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Joseph MeAdams, late of Company D), One hundred
and twentieth Regiment Indlana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of %30 per month in lien of that he is now recelving.

The name of John T. Smith, alins Jacob Smith, late of Compan
First Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Andrew J. West, late of Company E, Twenty-fifth Reﬁ
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$38 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Allen Mahlin, late of Company G, First Regiment Penn-
sylvania Volunteer Rifles, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month in lien of that he is now recelving.

The name of Ezra H. Witmer, late of Companies D and A, Becond
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at
the rate of §30 per month in lien of that he is now reeceiving.

The name of Josiah Ruffle, late of Company A. Second Reglment New
Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and Battery K, Fourth Regiment United
States Artlllery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month
in lien of that he is now receiving.

niame of Wiliam H. Couchman, late prineipal musician, Sixty-
elghth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $30 per month In lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Laban H. Joh , late of Company E, First Regiment
Conneeticut Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him n pension at the rate of
$30 per month in lien of that he Is now recelving.

The name of William I1. Nevens, late of Company D, Thirty-first and
Thirty-second Regiments Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that {e is now receiving.

The name of Lyman L. Ramey, late of Company D, Seventeenth Regi-
ment Ohio Volunter Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of §30
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Nathan Mainaird, late of Company D, First Regiment
Tennessce Mounted Voluunteer Infantry. and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of George W. Knizley, late of Company H, Elevenih Regi-
ment Kentucky Voluntecr Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of £50 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of David H. Hopkins, late of Troop K, Bixth Hegiment
United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of £30 per
month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of David L. Stouffer, late of Company H, Third Regiment
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of

30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of John L. Eblen, late of Company A, Third Regiment In-
diana Volunteer Cavalry, and Company L, Thirteenth Hegiment Ohio
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $§50 per month
in lieu of that he i5 now receiving.

The pname of Edward Dreher, late of Battery C, First Regiment Mis-
sourl Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Daniel J. Falvey, late of Company B, Sixteenth Regi-
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $36 per month In lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Hiram Abbott, late of Company C. Twenty-seventh Regi-
ment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and Company C, Twenty-third Resziment
Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per
month in leo of that he is now receiving.

The name of Albert Roberts, late of Company K, Forty-fifth Regiment
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$36 per month in lien of that he i{s now recelving.

The name of Hen{}v B. Dewald, late of Company B, Fifty-fifth Regi-
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $36 per wonth in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Harah J. White, widow of Willlam W. White, late of
Company K, Fourteenth Regiment lowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay
ber a pension at the rate of $24 per month in Heu of that she is now
recelving : Provided, That in the event of the death of Minnle Ethe]
White, helpless and dependent daughter of said William W. White, the
additional pension herein granted shall ceasc and determine: And pro-
vided further, That in the event of the death of Barah J, White, the
name of said Minnie Ethel White shall be tp]aem:l on the penslon roll,
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the
%n_iel of $12 per month from and after the date of death of said Sarah J,

le.

The foregoing-bill is a substitute for the following House bills re-
ferred to Committee on Invalid Penslons :
H.R. T75. Jacol Gllts. H. R. 155. James A. Dumars.
H.It. 76. Joseph Simeox. H.1t. 162, Jullus W. Day.
. K. 77 Benjamin J. Switzer, H.R. 181, Jobn J. Spiker.
H.R. 152. Adam Bible. H.R. 180. John W. Eombs.
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Jacob Dismuke.
George B. Stoner.
iBp,amuelG Ta‘ {low.

eter G. Wynegar.
William SBwalley.
Mary J. Preuitt.
John

Barnett.
. William H. Allanson.

John B. Welcome, alias
John Gendron.

. Charles H. Bassett.

James Reyoolds.
Alice J. Rank.
Francis M. Harter.
Michael J. Boland.
William Hazelbaker.
Mathias House.
Joseph Dixon.
George F. Blood.
Sarah C. Ryland.
Seely B. MeCarthy.
Henry C. Harris,
Willlam Pirkle.
Thomas J. Turner.
James P. Sarver.
Morris Ecker.
Isalah Snyder.
George King.

14, Charles Van Schoick.
L. udson,

Samuel L. D. H
Nathan T. Hastings.

. Edward E. Thorn.

Charles_Russe.

. Ollver J. Plemons.
19. John L. Doyle.

Alice L. Rowley.

. Henry H. Weaver.
. Franeis H. Galbraith.
20. Willlam Fleetwood.
69, James G. Warren.

Jesse Corn.

Anna E. Botsford. *
John T. Riley.

Joseph Richardson.
Frederick B. Lewis.
Anderson M. Basquin.
William L. Thomas.
Samuel Smith.

George Long.

William Goodin.

. William H. Perkins.
. Charles M. Asbury.
. Alonzo Livingston.

Calvin B. Flick.
William N. George.
Jacob G. Drehmer,

G604, Alfred J. SBkinner.
. George Claxton.

Francis M. Wall
Cealon Robertson.
Thomas B. Cummins,
Mercy Bates.
Alexander Scott.

.Romeo J. Crossland.

John R. Leffard.

Sidney J. Crocker.
Daniel g
Marion ris.

David Vestal.

James Milton Thomas,
Lewis Siples.

James K. Polk Brady.
Julius Demule.

David H. Randall.
Nard B. R. Johnson.
Robert Sntor.
Ludwell Tinsman.
Charles Y. Barns.

77. Daniel Beck.

Samuel W. Porter.

John A. Brimmer.

Charles A. Shaffer,

Apollas 'W. Mofit. “
ank B. Honza.

Jonathan F. William-
son.

James H. Parks.

. Willlam H. Maxfield. .

Alonzo F. Stalker,

Ellen C. Basil.

G6. William Keirnan,

James P. MeClellan,
James V. Morrill.
Levi W. Bargent.
Orville C. Gordon,
John D. Womble.
Andrew J. Mullins.
James Bimpson.
Benjamin F. Hardy.
Jerr% A. Fitzgeral
Jacob Ley.

John H. Kohr.
Charles A. Young.
John 8. Lander.

. Jeremiah Sipe.
. Joseph N. lflfrcb.

Jacob E. Israel
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8346. Nathan 8. Parson.

1. Benjamin A. Swasey.
H. R. 8446. Willlam Hopton.

. Jacob 8. Robey.
William H. Hooper.
. Hiram L. Edwards,
8915. Farmer Lathrop.

9 John H. Oakerson. -
. 9163, Levinnia Branyan.
. William Miller,
Peter - Golden.

9294, Joseph Poirier.

. Mary J. Burriss,

. John Walter.

. Permelian Hubbird.
Sue Mnﬁ.

10253. John B. Holden.

Steen Hanson, jr.

George AL Banfll,
alias  George B.
Phillips.

. -William p?}assmghum.

George W. Baker.
Hsm%' W. Trumble.
Samuel F. Crump.

. Ezra Hyatt.
. Piersy 8. Kitchell,

William W. Kope,
John MeClain.

. Btephen Lanning.

George D. Allhanda,
Francis M. Hill
Bradford R. Gilbert.
Isaac Bkinner.
Mary A. Phillips.
James E. Lawbon.
Jefferson Hurlock.

. Wilson Waterman.

Jackson Goodman.

. Henry Sheeseley.
. Sumnper H. Perry.

Cyrus Fike.
George W. Huston.

. Andreas Klalla.

Julla C. MeCue.

. Eliza A. Miller.
29. Myron 8. Harding.

John E. Winfrey.

. Pleasant H. Wilson.

William W. Johnson.
Benjamin F. Mussel-

man.

Frederick Aefzger.
Charles Feckenscher.
George W. Videtto.
Willlam H. Brenner.

. Marcus D. L. Neal.

Bolling H. Felts.

. Robert H. McFadden.

John Walker.
Mary C. Shepard.

. Wallace Cole.
. William Wilkins.

Knealy Wa;mire.
Henry B. Perce.

. Thomas Hampson.

Lydia A. Wright.

71. James Coleman.

James M. Marshall

339. Jobn C. Doran.
. Margaret W. Dexter.
. Charles H. Beott.

James Armstrong.

600. Dennis Wynas.
. John Stafford Stevens,

Samuel 8. McCreery.
John G, Kiesling.
George P. Walllng.
Ezra Peters.

. John Burns.

Samuel C. Dayis.
Augustus F. Groff.
Samuel B. Price.
Edward Trumbhle.
William T. Mliller,
Joshua F. Lemmon.

4. Richard Lavery.
. Sarash C. Smart.
. Jeremiah Postle-

thwait.
James Bullamore.

. Valerian Hauns.

John Merling.
Thomas . q_)utro.
James F. McKeen.
Thomas Dipper.

August Burkhard.

3
. Francis Bartley,
4. Alvah R. Blackmore.

Robert B. Reed.
Robert M. Dunning-
ton.
Fiien X Shoppen.
Zllen R.
James D. Lao?t:l))en.
Melville W. Btone.
Henry 8. Jenks.
Elizabeth A. Jacoba.
Lewis W. Brown.
Adnm B. Hastings.

61, Holly A. Young.

John Rising.
Albert Adams,
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H. R. 18578, Milford E. Buttles. -~ H. R.19523. Laban H. Johnson.,
H. R. 18G05. James Hunter, H. R. 19493, William H. Nevens.
H. R. 18665. Henry Pruess. H. R. 19605, Lyman L. Ramey.
H. R. 18780, Daniel Conner, H. R. 19667, Nathan Mainaird.
H. R. 18835, Oscar P, Whitney, H. R. 19670, Geor; W. Knizley.
H. R. 18088, Joseph McAdams. H. R. 19766. David H. Hopkins.
H. R. 18999. John T. Bmith, allas H. R. 19882, David L. Stouffer.

" Jacob Smith. H. R. 20104, John L. Eblen.
H. R. 19053, Andrew J. West. H. R. 20129. Edward Dreher.
H. R. 19210, Allen Mahlin. H. I&. 201385. Danlel J. Falvey.
H. R. 19211, Ezra H. Witmer, H. R. 20156. Hiram Abbott.
H. R. 19249, Josiah Rufile. H. R. 20569. Albert Roberts,
H. R. 19302. William H. Couch- H. R. 20675. Henry B. Dewald.

man, H. R. 20959. Sarah J. White.

During the reading of the bill,

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts (interrupting the read-
ing). Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the further
reading of the bill be dispensed with.

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, I object,

The Clerk concluded the reading of the bill,

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded?

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
a second be considered as ordered.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. The gentleman from
Missouri is entitled to 20 minutes and the gentleman from
Georgia to 20 minutes.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say only a word at
this time. This is an omnibus private pensgion bill. It contains
253 different pensions for soldiers or their widows. The lotal
amount carried by the bill is about $76,000, about one-half of
which represents increases, or about $38,000. Your committee
does not claim to be any more perfect than any other committee
in this House, but it has given careful consideration to these
bills, and we believe that they are meritorious and ought to be

ssed. ¥
paI do not care to consume further time now, but will reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TriesLE].

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire in this short period of
time to call attention to a few facts to show the injustice done the
country by rushing through this House a bill carrying 270 special
pensions and only allowing 20 minutes debate in the considera-
tion of the whole number. This list includes in part increase
over and above what the law provides, and the other part cases
placed on the list refused by the Pension Bureaun. I diselaim
any intention to criticize the action of the committee. I say
every Member of this House should act for himself on each
individual case. I claim the right, as a Member of this House,
to present to the House facts showing that any case on this list
is unworthy. This right you refuse me and only give 20 minutes
to present evidence and argument against 270 cases. The com-
mittee is composed of good men, I admit. The gentleman, Mr.
Russecrr, of Missouri, who has charge of this bill, is one of the
best Representatives of the Hounse—honest, courageous, and
able. The State of Missouri should be proud of such a Repre-
sentative. The soldier has no better friend in this House. I
do not fall out with him for that, but, as a Member of this
House, I feel it my duty to act for myself on proposed legisla-
tion, especially when the money of my constituents is being
appropriated. This bill earries an appropriation of $76,000.

First, let me call attention to the injustice being done the
officinls employed by this Government under the statutes and
the laws of the United States. I have reference to the Pension
Bureau. In many instances in their report it will be found that
there are cases where the Pension.Bureau has been exceedingly
liberal, and yet this report overrules its decisions. I think you
will find the bureau has turned down most of these cases, and
yet this report takes up these turned-down cases and places
them on pension roll. The officials of the bureau are employed
by the Government and are supposed to be diligent in the dis-
charge of their duty, and yet, with all their diligence, they have
allowed thousands of names fo get upon the pension roll who
are not entitled to be there and who are drawing and have
drawn more than they are entitled to draw. This procedure is
poor encouragement to the bureau officials to discharge their

duty.

Hr. BURKE of Wisconsin, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I can not yield. I have only 10
minutes. I have heretofore never refused to yield in pension
debate, but I can not yield now. I will not have time to discuss
more than one or two cases out of 270. i

For the purpose of showing the liberality of the Pension
Bureau I desire to call attention to the case of John W. Combs,
found on pages 6 and 7 of the report. The Pension Bureau has
granted Mr. Combs a pension amounting in fotal to $9,128. I

have the statement here from the Pension Bureau. This com-
mittee now comes in here and undertakes to increase this man’s
pension to $40 a month. Where are the fellows who served for
four and five years and who to-day are getting nothing and
some $12 a month? Why favor this man with $40 per month?
Why not treat all alike? He has enjoyed $0,128. Why not give
the fellow who has drawn nothing something instead of giving
this man $40% What is the committee doing for them? I could
take this list here and show that there are women in this
report who are very old, some as old as 98, some blind, and
some crippled, and some who can not get out of their beds, and
they are getting $12 and $20 a month. They are widows who
lived through the war and who bore the burdens of war—war
widows. This does not compare well with the large pensions
paid men whom the record will show own several thousand
dollars’ worth of property. It is safe to say the full value of
property does not usually appear in returns.

Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand the record of another case
where a man went into the employ of the United States Govern-
ment in one of the departments in Washington in 1881—31
years ago. He has drawn from that time until this anywhere
from $1,200 to $1,600 a year, so I am informed. That man has
had two or three special acts passed for him, and in total he
has drawn in pensions since his discharge the enormous sum
of $24 871.63.

Mr. RODDENBERY. And had a job all the time.

Mr. TRIBBLE. And had a job all the time. He is on the
pension roll as a disabled soldier, and let me read to you what
the doctor says about it. This case is not in this special report,
but I am discussing this ease to show you how the country is
being imposed upon, how the committee is being imposed upon,
and how the Congress is being imposed upon.

No man can stand on the floor of this House and defend
giving nearly $25,000 to one man who at the same time is
drawing $1,200 or $1,500 a year while occupying a position in
the Government service. I am here to say to you that the Gov-
ernment here in Washington, every department, is honeycombed
with numerous cases of soldiers drawing large salaries and
large pensions and many on total disability act. Here is what
the doctor said about this soldier whose record I hold in my
hand. By reading from the report the statement of the doctor
I do not mean to reflect on him. I disclaim any intention to
discredit any surgeon. I contend that in many instances the
doctors are being imposed upon.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman please give
us the item to which he is referring?

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to be intefrupted
at this time. I have only 10 minutes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield,

Mr. TRIBBLE. I will rend what the doctor said:

The reflected irritation upon the whole nervous system, as a matter
of fact, increases his trouble so as to unfit him for any kind of labor,
mental or physical.

Mind you, this is the doctor who is talking.

He should, if possible, have no enforced occupation; should not be
compelled to any business cares of any character.

The doctor then goes on to say further:

And 1 express this opinion not upon theoretic grounds, but base it
alone upon close observation of this case for several years.

Yet the man was working for the Government in one of the
departments. What else does he say? Under date of March
20, 1890, he certifies that the wound has wrecked forever the
system of this man, and instead of looking forward to possible
chances of improvement he must become worse as age advances,
Following this comes a medical bill of $600 for one year, as
shown by the report.

Mr. Speaker, I am here to say to you to-day that that man is
employed in the bureau here at a salary of §1,200 a year, and
that he is as able to work as half the men on the floor of this
House. Yet gentlemen say that the country Is being fairly
treated, with such examples as this before them. A gentleman
was in my office and remarked that he knew a soldier on the
total disability list working for the Government at $1,200. I
secured his name and his record. I then sought other names in
the departments at Washington on salary drawing pensious, and
1 was astonished to find men drawing $2,000 salaries on pension
roll—many of them. I tell you, Mr. Chairman, you dare not open
the gates and let the people take a peep inside of this senti-
mental wall that has been built around these old soldiers. We
are making no fight on the worthy ones. We are trying, Mr.
Speaker, to cut out the unworthy, and we are calling on this
Congress to investigate these cases, so that the people may not
be burdened with taxes to pay unworthy claims. The respon-
sibility is not on the committee; it is on us.

Mr. Speaker, continuing in this report——

Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, will not the gen-
tleman give us the name?
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Mr. TRIBBLE. Yes; I will give the gentleman the name.
I come now to consider the case of Mercy Bates, found on page
34 of the report. Take it and read it, absorb it, think of it,
and defend it when you go back home, because your people
will call upon you to do it if they know what is in this report.
The claim of Mercy Bates was rejected in February, 1910, by
what is supposed to be an honest official bureaun, upon the
ground that she was not the legal widow of a soldier; on the
date of her marriage to him he had never been divorced.
Neither soldier nor his wife secured divorce. The report goes
. on to say when the wife left the soldier she took up with a
nigger. Listen, gentlemen. I want the members of this com-
mittee to listen. When she left the soldier she took up with
a nigger. Now, this committee knew that fact, and knew the
faet that his second wife, or what was supposed to be his
second wife, was never legally married. Now, you Members
know these facts as well as the committee. Here is what this
report says about it: The soldier informed her—that is, the
second wife, Mercy—that he was free to marry her, his former
wife having run away with a nigger. Mercy knew she was
illegally married.
The report says she was never divorced. The committee used
this language: .
Belleving that the soldler had a legal capacity to marry, and for this

reason and for the reason that the former wife had left him and cohab-
ited with another man she believed she could”marry this man,

How could she believe that? Is there a woman in this land
who is not an imbecile or a lunatie who does not know that it
is a violation of law for her to marry another man without
being divorced from her husband? She knew she was not
legally married to the soldier.

H. R. 5222, Mercy Bates, 75 ¥cara of age, sought pension in the
Pension Bureau as the widow of Almarin F. Bates: who served as a

rivate In the Second Battery Minnesota . Light Artlllery from Septem-
Eer 3, 1864, to August 16, 1865, and who died April 8, 1000, while a
penzioner nnder the act of February 6, 1907,
The claimant, who married the soldier by ceremony in the State of
Minnesota on June 22, 1889, sought pension under the act of April 19,
1908, In May, 1909, but her elalm was rejected in February, 1910,
upon the ground that she was not the legal widow of the soldier, inas-
much a8 at the date of her marriage to him he had a former wife
li\irllin;]{i ?ne Flora, from whom he had ncver been divorced and who was
st ving.
The claim was specially examined in January, 1910, and from eyl-
dence so ohtained it :}]ppea rs that the soldier was first married on Octo-
ber 15, 1860, to one Jane Ruth Miner, who died March 15, 1870 ; that
about six months after the death of his first wife the soldier again
-married one Flora Williams; that they lived together as husband and
wife until the summer of 1887, when the wife Flora left the soldler and
took up with a colored man of the name of Whiting ; that neither the
soldler nor his wife Flora obtained a divorece from each other ; that Flora
lived with Whiting until his death in June, 1909 ; and that on November
6, 1009, said Flora entered into a ceremon with cne George Griffin;
and that sald Flora was allve in January, 1910,
The soldier married the claimant Mercy on June 22, 1889, as above
stated, and without having obtalned a divorce from Flora, the soldier
having informed her, sald Mercy, that he was free to marry her, his
former wife having run away with a negro, and the soldier and the
claimant Mercy lived together as husband and wife until the soldier’s
death on April 8, 1909.
The claimant now stated in her petition filed with Congress that
the goldier before his marriage to her Informed her that he had been
lezally divorced from his former wife Flora, which statement she be-
lieved to be true, and which belief was further strengthened by her
knowledge of the fact that sald Flora had left the soldier and run away
with a mne; by the name of Whiting; that during her wedded life
to the soldier and up to the time of his death she had never heard
any rumors to the effect that the soldier was not legally divorced from
gl'im: H IEll:l:l:l that she believed herself to be his legal wife at the time of
8 death.
I'rocf filed with your committee shows that the clalmant Is weak and
feeble ns the result of old age, is suffering from a rupture, and is unable
to perform manual labor; has no prnper%‘y except two lots worth about
$2({t)'l or $300, and no Income of any kind.
She is a resident of Wells, Minn,
The former wife Flora has never applled for pension and has no
title now under the provisions of the act of April 19, 1908, having
entered into a valld marriage since the soldler's death to the man
Grifiin, whose wife she now is,
: Agsuming that the clalmant Mercy married the soldler in good

falth, believing that the soldier had legal capacity to marry by reason
of the fact that his former wife had left him and commen cohabi-
tation with nnother man, and taking into consideration that she was
the wife in fact of the soldier for 20 years, that the former wife Flora
has remarried since the soldier’s death and has no title to pension,
your committee believe that for pensionable Pm‘pmeﬂ the - claimant
ghould be recognized as the legal widow of the soldier. Relief to
the extent of granting her a pension of $12 per month is therefore
recommended.

I am not criticizing the committee. I am insisting that this
House should not pass this bill without investigation and to give
the country what we think it ought to have, a thorough investi-
gation of each case by the Members of this House and that
special Tavors should not be shown to the select among them.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like to call attention to several
cases in this bill, cases where the parties own property, large
amounts of property, and yet an increase is asked by this com-
mittee, in many cases increase to $30 and $40 per month and in
many instances where they own considerable property. For
instance, on page G5 of report, John Walters owns home valued

at $2,500, gets assistance from a lodge, and he is recommended
for an increase to $30 per month. John Basquin, on page 27,
owns over $2,000; he is to get $36. John Gooman, on page T4,
owns 96 acres of land, and he is to_get $30 per month.

Gentlemen of this House, it seems to me, should discuss the
merits of the legislation in question and not hide behind soldier
sentiment and indulge in personal references about gentlemen
who oppose this manner of legislation, thereby trying to shift
the issue in the minds of the American people. I close these
r;.-énarks with a business proposition for my colleagues to con-
sider,

The present income of the Government does not exceed the
expenses. The Democratic Party proposes to cut the present
revenue by reducing tariff. ree sugar will reduce the revenue
of the Government sixty millions. This is only one item to be
reduced. This shows a depletion of the Treasury. Now, look
to the other side of the question. The pension bill we passed
increases the expenses about seventy-five millions,

EXAMPLE.

Pension increase $75, 000, 000

Loss in sugar revenue 60, 000, 000
Treasury deficit 135, 000, 000

How are you going to meet this deficit? Excise tax is pro-
posedy and the highest estimate, should the tax be enacted, is
§60,000,000. Granting that it will become law, still you have
§75,000,000 deficit. Cut out this increased pension debt and the
excise tax will take the place of the sugar duty and give the
people free sular; but, sir, I fear the Senate will not give us
free sugar if we give the country pension debts to pay.

I have no animosity to the old soldier, but in good faith I am
fighting unjust pensions to keep down expenses that the country
may get free sugar and wholesome reductions on all the neces-
saries of life.

Senator Swanson, of Virginia, in a recent speech on pensions,
i;merted in the Recorp the following report of Commissioner

vans:

In 1871 this captain dled.

He was not a pensioner and never had
filed a claim for pension. Ly

His widow remained a widow until March 30,
1887, when she remarried, havimi' filed mo claim, and, having remarried,
had no pensionable status. In 1893, § years after the act of June 7,
1888, had passed, 6 years after ber remarriage, and 22 years after the
death of her goldier husband, she files her claim for a pension as a
widow from the date of the death of her soldier husband in 1871 to
the date of her remarriage in 1887—16 years—and gets nearly $4,000,
practieally for the use and benefit of her second husband.

Commissioner Evans, in discussing the evil effects of the
arrears pension act, says:

The records of national cemeteries have been bronght into use for the
Eurpose of determining the names and service of those buried there.
Women are then hunted up, who are induced to execute applications for
pensions on account of the service and death of these soldiers. These
women become pliant tools In the hands of the operators. A prima facle
case is made out by means of stock witnesses, and the originator of the
fraud pockets the amount of the first payment, leaving the fraudulent
claimant to reap the benefit of the future payments. Ggreat difficulty is
often experienced by this bureau in disproving a marriage or marriage
relations alleged to have occurred 30 or 40 years ago.

This criticism emanates from Commissioner Evans, a Repub-
gcﬂ;m selected by President McKinley to administer the Pension

ce.

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Carraway].

Mr. CALLAWAY. Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention
of the committee to one or two bills introduced here out of the
251 for the purpose of showing that when we engage in the
passage of pension legislation, or any other kind of private legis-
lation, special legislation, there is no telling at all where it is
going to end, and that it is not based at all on justice or equity,
and nobody is considered except the individual for whom the
legislation is passed. The question of justice is altogether aban-
doned and we are absolutely at sea.

Now, I have a bill here, introduced by the genial gentleman
from Iowa [Mr. Pepper], for Thomas Brown. Gentlemen will
find it on page 38. He iz 64 years old now., He must have
joined the Army when he was only 15 years of age. I do not
understand how he could have gotten in at that age. On looking
at the laws I find that a person could not enlist until he was 17,
but according to this statement he got in when he was 15. He
enlisted on the 10th of May, 1864, stayed in the service until the
24th of September, 1864—4 months and 14 days.

He has drawn a pension of $12 a month from 1890 until now,
and this bill proposes fo increase his pension to $24. He was
never in a battle, he never received any injury from the service
whatever, according to the statement made here, and I take it
that it is made as favorable to him as possible. He has already
drawn from the Government for that 4 months’ service $3,312,
and if he lives after this bill is granted as long as an ordinary
pensioner is expected to live—20 years, which will make him
84—he will draw $5,760 more, or a total of $9,072 from the Goy-
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ernment for 4 months summer service in the Army, when he
never was in a battle, according to the statement, and can not
trace any of his disabilities to gervice in the Army.

But that is not the worst of it. I see from this report that he
owns a one-third interest in a homestead worth $3,000. He is
worth more, Mr. Speaker, than 75 per cent of the voters in this
country. Besides that, he has a yearly income of $180. We pro-
pose now to give this man a pension, in addition to the $12 he is
already getting, of $12 more, making it $24 a month, Mr.
Speaker, and saddle that on the voters of this country, the tax-
payers of this land, the widows from one end of the Union to
another, who have to work for their living,” and 90 per cent of
them are in a worse condition financially than he is.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. CALLAWAY. I ask unanimous consent to extend my
remarks in the Recozp. -

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous
consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objec-
tion?

There was no objection.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Iowa [Mr. KENDALL].

Mr, KENDALIL. Mr. Speaker, I am sure that the country as
well a8 this House has witnessed with profound disapproval the
performance which is enacted on this floor whenever private
pensions are the subject of discussion. The opposition which
has been interposed chiefly by the gentleman from Georgia,
Mr. IloppEnBERY, and his colleague, Mr. TriBBLE? is not simply
an assault upon every veteran whose condition is to be relieved
by the bill, but it is an impeachment of the committee which
has reported the legislation.

T believe it but justice to say, Mr. Speaker, that in my opin-
ion there is no committee in this House which exhibits more
painstaking industry or displays more diseriminating intelli-
gence in the examination of measures within its jurisdietion
than the Committee on Invalid Pensions. [Applause.] It is
gignally honored in its chairman, Mr. SHERwooD, a distin-
guished soldier of the Civil War, who is a patriot in 1912, in
these pleasant times of peace, as he was in 1861, in the dark
days of war. [Applause.] He would no more do injustice to
his country now than he would consent to its dismemberment
then. [Applause.] Every item in this bill has been ecarefully
serutinized by him and his associafes, and the result is a unani-
mous recommendation. _

Mr. Speaker, the student of affairs will be interested to ob-
serve how history, which is supposed to repeat itself, has in the
present instance reversed itself. Nearly 50 years ago the men
who are beneficiaries under this bill were young, buoyant, and
vigorous, and they went marching through Georgia. Now, after
the expiration of half a century, they are old, diseased. and
decrepit, and Georgia is marching through them. [Applause.]
The only objection advanced against measures of this character
on this floor or at the other end of the Capitel originates in
Georgia. But I refuse to believe that the clamor which has dis-
turbed us here is the voice of that imperial and patriotic Com-
monwealth, [Applause.] She has been and is ably repre-
sented in this body. I observe sitting near me the eminent
chairman of the great Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce [Mr. Apamson], whose ability and integrity have
established his influence and usefulness in this House. [Ap-
plause.] And his colleague Mr. BARTLETT, whose service here
is of infinite value to his constituency and to us. [Applause.]
And my friend Mr. Harpwick, who has attained sueh distine-
tion by his conscientious and capable labor on this floor that
when he addresses the House he has not merely the member-
ship, but the entire country, for his audience. [Applause.]
And our other friend, Mr. BraxTrEY, the loss of whose ripened
wisdom and attractive elequence is a national calamity. [Ap-
plause.] These men have conferred more honor upon Georgia
than she has bestowed upon them. [Applause.] We have
heard no one of them in opposition to these beneficent measures.
But apparently we are embarking upon a new era, which, I
trust, may be as brief as it is inglorious. Other men have
appeared to represent or to misrepresent the sentiment of
the Empire State of the South, and they occupy every day
that we devote to the consideration of private pension bills by
filibustering against provisions intended to comfort the declin-
ing years of our disabled and deserving veterans. I protest
against it, and I believe I express the unspoken conviction of
gentlemen on both sides when I denounce it as reprehensible
and unpatriotic. [Applause.] Mr. Speaker, this is a moderate
bill. It insures a relief which is not available under the general
law for 270 old soldiers or their dependent widows. It ought
to pass unanimously and immediately. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has
expired. , .

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. THISTLEWOOD] three minutes,

Mr. THISTLEWOOD. Mr. Speaker, in justice to the men who
belong to the same class with myself I feel like I ought to say a
few words. We have crossed the hill and are going down the
slope on the other side. There are but few of us in this Congress,
but we come asking you to do justice to our disabled comrades.
We are not beggars, nor are they. In a country like this there
should be no beggars. We come to you to ask you to do simple
justice to these men. I have no quarrel with the gentleman
from Georgia; I have'no quarrel with anyone, I simply desire *
that these men should be treated fairly, We may be getting
old—I guess we are, and some of us are ugly—but we can not
help this. We are trying to be with you as long as we can, but,
remembering the trials we passed through 50 years ago—I am
not speaking of myself but of those who were with me—it is a
wonder we are able to stand on this floor and make a plea for
them. Here is my friend here with his hand up to his ear. He
received that affliction in the Army. There are but few men who
saw service 50 years ago but who have had to go limping through
life and very much worse for the service they performed. We
preserved a united country. It would not seem to those who are
on the other gide that they were greatly benefited, but it seems to
me that the entire people of this country were greatly benefited
by that band of men who saved the flag and brought it back
without the loss of a single star. [Applause.] I never had any
quarrel with a brave Confederate soldier, nor am I going to
have any now. I compliment them as being among the bravest
wen the world ever saw, and no brave man can condemn an-
other brave man

Mr, CALLAWAY. Will the gentleman yield for a guestion?

Mr. THISTLEWOOD. I will

Mr, CALLAWAY. In all that the gentleman is saying about
soldiers being patriotic in the service and that they did a great
deed for the welfare of this country we agree——

Mr. THISTLEWOOD. Make it short, my time is short.

Mr. CALLAWAY. Buot what does the gentleman say about
this pension bill to which I specially called attention, where the
records show the man was not even on the firing line and——

The SPEAKEK. The time of the gentleman from Illinois
has expired.

Mr. CALLAWAY. And yet he has drawn $3,000 from the
Treasury. :

T_heedSPEAKEB. The time of the gentleman from Illinois has
expired. 2=

Mr. THISTLEWOOD. The gentleman from Texas asked a
question which I did not have the time to answer, but will now
answer it in the extension of my remarks. He wonders at and
seems to doubt the record of Thomas J. Brown, who is alleged
in this bill to be 64 years old. There is nothing remarkable
about this at all. There were nearly 10,000 men enlisted in the
Union Army who were 16 years old and under, or younger boys
than Brown. There were 100,000 who were 17 years old and
under. The record shows that Thomas J. Brown enlisted May
10, 1864, and served 4 months and 14 days, or until September,
1864. This was the most trying ordeal during the war. The
great eampaign at Atlanta was on, continuing almost during the
entire time of hig enlistment. I did not have the time to look
up whether he was in any battle or not, but T venture the asser-
tion that he was doing active service somewhere on the firing
line. Gen. Hovey, of Indiana, recruited a division of Indinna
boys ranging from 16 to 18 years of age during 1864, and they
saw battle and did good service.

The pension examiners who last examined soldier Brown
stated they found double inguinal hernia, disease of heart,
asthma, and deafness. My friend of Texas I presume would
want a man about dead before he would receive a pension. He
states in his speech, “all that the gentleman is saying about
soldiers being patriotic in the service and that they did a great
deed for the welfare of this countiry we agree,” but how does it
come that the gentleman has failed. yet to vote for a single pen-
sion bill. He did not vote for the Sherwood bill, neither has he
voted for any of the omnibus pension bills that have been pre-
sented to this House, although reported unanimously by the
Pension Committee. I am afraid the gentleman <oes not mean
all he said.

On the passage of a previous pension bill the gentleman took
pains to introduce a statement alleged to have been made by
Gen. Charles Francis Adams. Inasmuch as that has been pub-
lished on more than one occasion in the Recokp, I desire to in-
sert the following clipping from the National Tribune of Janu-
ary 18, 1912, and make it a part of my remarks:

BYT, BRIG. GEN. ADAMS,

The World’'s Work, the leading organ of “ the interests,” is continuing
its rald by securing a series of articles against pensions and pensioners
by Bvt. Brig. Gen. Charles Francis Adams, and naturally the pension-
hating papers are extolling Gen. Adams as a soldier of extraordinary
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merit and a rezresentauve of the splendid soldiery which Massachusetts
sent into the Army to support the Union. -This is a flagrant injustice
to the really great soldiers who represented the Old Bay State so su-
Eerhly during the great war. It is startling to Massachusetts men who

ave pointed with well-founded pride to such magnificent soldiers from
Massachusetts as Joe Hooker, George L. Andrews, J. G. Bernard, Wil-
Ham F. Bartlett, William Hlalsdell, H. 8. Briggs, B. F. Butler, 8. E.
Chamberlain, C. B. Comstock, B. N. Couch, Charles DevonawN. A, AL
Dudley, George H. Gordon, Guy V. Henry, E. D. Keys, F. W. Lander,
Charles Russell Lowell, Nelson A. Miles, and scores of others whose
names wlll at once rise to the memory at this late day to have thls
comparatively unknown man paraded on the center of the stage. Until
this publication a very large proportion of the veterans of Massachu-
setss have been ignorant of the fact that Gen. Adams ever was in the
Army. He made absolutely no mark durirg the war, and since then
has held aloof from the Grand Army and the Loyal Legion, with possi-
bly good reasons for keeping himself in the background, That he should
have so held himself aloof during all these years from every effort to
benefit his comrades and advance their interests and only now comes
,into the limelight when he sees a good chance to strike at them is a
most serious revelation of his character.

Charles Francis Adams, jr., was the son of Charles Francis Adams,
then our minister to England, the grandson of John Quincy Adams,
sixth President of the United States, and the grent-gm.udSOn of John
Adams, the second Iresident. A man of such distinguished parentage
had unusual opportunities for rendering distinguished service to the
country had he been a zealous patriot, and as an officer of a splendid
Cavalry regiment he should have been continually doing very notable
things had been so minded. It Is incomprehensible how a man of
such relations and acquaintances and In such a position managed to
get through the war without doing something that would attract at-
tention and bring him commendation. As a major In that splendid
fighting regiment—the First Massachusetts Cavalry—it is hard to see
how, in all the varied services of the regiment, he eseaped doinf some-
thing which would find a prominent place in the Records of {he Re-
bellion and the reports of his superior officers, but the voluminous
Records of the Rebellion are singularly sterile of mention of anything
accomplished by Charles Francis Adams, jr., as lieutenant, captalin,
and major of the First Massachusetts Cavalry. The longest mention
of him is in a report by Charles H. T. Collis, of drlvln% away the
enemy from a bridge ncar Guinea Station May 21, 1864, when he had
with him the Sixty-eighth and One hundred and fourteenth Pennsyl-
vania and a squadron of the First Massachusetts Cavalry, under Capt
Adams, He says:

“1 deployed my infantry as skirmishers, moved rapidly forward, and
directed Capt. Adams to move through the w on my leit to the
enemy's right flank, attack him in reverse, and capture his right wing.
Capt. Adams, however, owing to the swampy nature of the ground, was
unable to execute this order. Having driven the enemy to Catlett's
gouﬁ, 1 ;vus"relleved by a brigade of the Fifth Corps and returned to

cadquarters,

In the severe fighting at Aldie, Middleburg, and Upperville, in which
the First Massachusetts Cavalry suffered severely and several of the
officers are commended for gallantry and dash, Col. Sargent’s mention
of Capt. Adams i1s confined to the fact that he commanded the Third
Bguadron, which remained on a hill in the rear. In 1864 Maj. Adams
succeeded in getting promotion to the lieutenant colonelcy of the Fifth
Massachusetts Cavalry, a colored regiment which was being raised, and
he shortly succeeded to the coloneley. There are a number of complaints
from sunperlor officers as to the lack of drill, discipline, and efliciency
of the Fifth Massachusetts Cavalry, and the most important allusion to
Gen. Adams in the whole 128 volumes of 138,679 pages of the Rebellion
Record is the following, found on page 827, Volume XLVI:

HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES FORCES,
Petersburg, Va., April 18, 1865.

CoMMANDING OFVICER, FIFTH MASSACHUSETTS CAVALRY.

Sir: The major general mmmandinﬁ] directs that you keep small
pickets of observation on both sides of the rallrcad from near the eamp
of the Twenty-fifth Corps on the south, movm§ west far enough to cover
your position on the railroad and for some distaz slong the river on
the north. Send out daily a small scouting party in different directions
from your camf' for a distance of 7 to 10 miles with the strictest orders
to arrest all pillagers from any command whatever, to Investigate and
report on all cases of pillage heard of, and to observe the most perfect
order. The general commzmdinfjs much pleased at the report of the
inspection of yesterday, which, o%ctlmr with the arrest of Col. Adams,
had been ordered from department headquarters in consequence of the
very numerous complaints against the regiment. It is incumbent on
the regiment now to remove the bad Impression agalnst it not only by
the strictest attention to its own conduct and discipline but by detecting
and arresting some of those whose outrages on person and property
have been charged inst itself.

Very respectfully, your obedlent servant,

J. M. HOWARD,
Asgsistant Adjutant General.
Massachusetts in the War, a bulky volume, though not by any means
as large as It should be, gives in some detail the services of most of the

Massachusetts men who distinguished themselves during the war. The
allusions to Gen. Adams are markedly meager, there being only three in
the volume of 1,029 pages. The first is on page 743, in the gintor of
the First Massachusetts Cavalry, where he is merely ment!onedy as
first lieutenant of Company H, and in all the long history of the regi-
ment he is given no other mentions The second is on page 783, in the
history of the Fifth Massachusetts Cavalry, where he is mentioned as
arriving in camp on Scptember 8, 1864, and taking command of the
regiment. Next Is his promotion to the coloneley and the regiment
taking the field for tbe closing campaign. Then there is this remark:

“Col, Adams, being grostrated by sickness, was cobliged to resign
Aungust 1, having been absent for some time, and the vacancy was filled
by the Eromotion of Lieut. Col. Samuel H. Chamberlain,”

Col. Chamberlain was a fine soldier, who had made an excellent rec-
ord in the First Massachusetts Cavalry, and immediately upon his
taking command the regiment’s tone greatly improved. The third
mention is a brief statement of Adams’s service In the militia, his
various promotions, and hls resignation. On what some one has termed
the * gory March 13, 18635,"” when brevets of general were given out
by the handful to majors, lieutenant colonels, and colonels, and, in
fact, to about everybody who asked for them, especially to those who
supporied President Johnson, Col. Adams received a brevet as brigadier
general, standing 1,542 in the long list of more than 2, X

Whenever a man turns around and assails his comrades it is gen-
erally safe to assume {hat he is gnawed by en of those who have
made a better record than he, and Gen. Adams forms no exception to

the rule. Although a voluminous writer, he has never lifted his pen
to extol the servglc(!'s of the Massachusetts comrades, and now onl
comes into print to belittle and disparage them., We have given suffi-
cient reason why he should feel out of touch with his comrades, never
baving mingled with them in any of their meetings, and now appear as
a vindictive assallant.

In conclusion, we reiterate our unbounded astonishment that a man
of such distinguished ancestry, with such unusunal political and soclal
relations, should have remained on the pay roll of the Army for four
years without ever having done anything thought worthy of commenda-
tion by any of his superior officers.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
West Virginia [Mr. Litteerace] three minutes.

Mr. LITTLEPAGE. Mr. Speaker, there are two reasons why
I am in favor of these bills. In the first place, the last two
Democratic national conventions declared in favor of reason-
able pensions to the old Union soldier. I was elected on a
platform of that kind, and I believe in carrying out platform
pledges. [Applause.] There is another reason why I am in
favor of pensioning the old soldier. There is not one man on
the floor of this House now, and there has not been in 40 years,
who would desire to see this Government divided against itself,
I believe in taking care of the people who, with their life-
blood, with their time and their services, in their youth pre-
served the Union. Those are my sentiments. [Applause.]

Mr, CALLAWAY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr., LITTLEPAGE. I have but three minutes. I want to
say in behalf of the Pension Committee that I came here to
follow, as best I knew how, the leadership on the Democratic
side of this House. I came here to “stand hitched,” and I
think I have stcod that way up to date, and I expect to con-
tinue to do so. I want to say to my friends that although 47
years have passed and gone, during which time the people of
this great counfry have been trying to get together and are
together, and everybody trying to blot out the Mason and
Dixon line, it would seem, from the actions of one or two
Members, at least, that is was only yesterday when Sherman
marched through Georgia. This Pension Committee is a de-
serving one. They have worked hard, early and late. I take
it that everybody here is honest and wants to be honest and
act in a kindly spirit and with malice toward none, but with
charity for all. I ask my Democratic brethren, the very few
who have attacked that committee so vigorously, to stop. If
not, wait by the wayside and ascertain if you are not using
very strong language about your brother Congressmen.

You have heard the story of what the boy said to the
preacher. The preacher came along and knocked the boy
down. The former said, “ It is an accident, son; I beg your

pardon, and I am mighty sorry.” The boy got up and said,
“You can go to ——, asking my pardon after knocking me
down.” [Laughter.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from West Vir-
ginia has expired. :

Mr. LITTLEPAGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks in the Recorp.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. THISTLEWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I make the same re-

quest.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THISTLE-
woop] makes the same request. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none, :

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the REcorp.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Speaker, I make a similar request.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, there are more signs of
improvement to-day and inereasing all the time. Four weeks
ago no amount of chiding and no interrogation could induce a
Member to rise and untter a word. Now in 20 short minutes we
hear from West Virginia, we hear from Iowa, we hear from
Illinois; indeed, we hear from all sections. Not only that, but
gentlemen heretofore speechless want all the time they can
get and even cry aloud for the right to extend their remarks
in the Recorp. Let the good work go on, brethren.

I told you then you would nof always treat this subject with
silence and contumely; that prophecy is fulfilled more speedily
than I anticipated. Al, you defend the committee; you de-
fend Georgia; you defend the old soldier. Why, in the name
of courage and public decency, do you not defend these in-
fernal frands written in this bill, which no man yet has dared
rise on the floor and undertake to justify? Why do you dodge
behind the old soldier, erippled in battle, whom none of us
would deny a liberal pension? Instead of seeking that refuge,
why do you not step out in the open and explain why you pen-
sion a mock soldier who enlisted but six days before the sur-
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render at Appomattox and never saw a battle? The war was
over before he reached the scene, yet he has drawn $5,000 from
the Treasury as a war hero, and now you double his pension by
this bill. Why do you not defend that? You dare not try it
Talk about the gentlemen from Georgia indiscriminately as-
saulting anyone. Sirs, we have given instances of deserters
and imposters in these bills name by name, and item by item,
and put them in the Recorp. You dodge them mnow; you will
answer them later on. You come to-day, for the first time in
the parlianmentary history of legislative procedure, and move
to suspend the rules—suspend all rules—and pass 250 private
pension grabs, subject to no amendment, no right of recommit-
ment, no right of consideration, no right of five-minute-rule
debate. Every vestige of deliberation denied, save 20 minutes
to each silde. Your tyrannic rule does not save yon anything
to-day. I could not have used more time, for want of strength,

if it had been allowed. If these are all good and honest cases, |!
' made a motion to recommit the bill and to increase the pensions

why do you not permit other Members an opportunity to con-
sider them and to discuss them? Why do you not yourselves
want time in which to substantiate them? They are fraudu-
lent and they are base. Gentlemen, one thing more:

Four weeks ago the committee brought in about 400 private
pensions; two weeks ago you came in with 200; and to-day, two
weeks later, you come with 250. For this decrease you are to
be congratulated. I am candid to say, there is less of fraud,
there are fewer of $50 increases, there is less of desertion, there
are fewer of treacherous soldiers rewarded here, than in the
previous bills. For that the scar-worn soldier and the tax
bearers of the country, I have no doubt, will be grateful. A
few Members talk of filibuster. Notwithstanding this pending
gag rule, if there had been a desire to filibuster and delay, you
would have had no vote to-day. Who is filibustering? The
rankest of all filibuster against the taxpayer whom we repre-
sent is to pass a law with the people’s public servants gagged.
The alleged filibusters we have conducted have been to force
debate, to obtain consideration, to compel a hearing, and to
procure deliberation to be followed by a vote. That is the only
filibuster I countenance. The filibuster you perpetrate at this
hour is indefensible. It is undemocratie, and does not comport
with past utterances of Members on this side protesting against
this very procedure, whom we may quote hereafter when our
strength permits. This sort of gag-rule legislation is contrary
to the platform and propaganda on which many of you were
elected here. Antigag rule, anticut-off debate, antisnap judg-
ment, anti-Cannonism, was your *stock in trade” campaign
slogan. Defend your conduct in passing this rule before the
voters when you go home if you can. If I had the time and
endurance I would like to go through 50 more names in this bill,
taking them up one by one, and challenge you on the floor to
defend them. You would not do-it, judging by the fact that you
have not done it on former oceasions. On this rule and on this
character of legislation, the fight is just begun. No motion to
arbitrarily shut off fair consideration, denying the right of
amendment and debate, will deter it.

The SPEAKER. 'The time of the gentleman from Georgia
[Mr. RoppExBeERY] has expired.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Georgia
[Mr. RoppexBERY] congratulates the House that more Members
have participated in this debate and consumed more time than
on former occasions. I congratulate the House and the country
on the fact that he has not consumed as much time to-day as
he has on former occasions. [Applause.] I confess that this
is a new method of passing a bill of this sort, without the privi-
lege of offering or considering amendments and with but limited
debate, but I believe, and your committee believes, and I think
the House believes, that the peculiar performances that we have
witnessed here on former occasions when these bills have been
considered by the House fully justify this action to-day. [Ap-

lanse.]

5 I believe that most of the Members have confidence in the
integrity, in the diligence, and in the fidelity of the membership
of the different committees of this House. [Applause.] Dur-
ing my short service I have served on five committees, and I
have had more or less business before other commniittees, and I
have become perfectly convinced that all of the committees of
this House act honestly and faithfully in the discharge of their
duties. We indulge the hope that our committee has so con-
ducted itself as, at least in a measure, to win your confidence,
and, if so, will try in the future to so discharge our duties as
to merit its continuation, [Applause.]

We wiltness here almost every week the passage of bills that
carry millions of dollars, in which almost every Member of this
House, without a word of protest, without a question, accepts
the statement of facts and trusts the judgment of the commit-

tees that report the bills, and vote for them without any question
or criticism. [Applause.]

If I thought that these gentlemen were asking questions to-
day in good faith I would not object, and there would not be
objections on the part of other members of this committee, to
giving them as full information as possible. I will not ques-
tion their sincerity, and I do not want to question any man's
motives, but I will say that their actions have heen very
inconsistent. On the last day when we were consldering pen-
sion bills of the same character as this bill to which these
gentlemen are now objecting they then stubbornly fought three
particular items in one of those bills for the relief of three

. widow women, and the grounds alleged for the antagonism of
these gentlemen was that our committee had improperly and

unjustly given those widows each $12 a month. Yet at the con-
clusion of the consideration of that bill, and at the end of their -
aimless and useless filibusier, these gentlemen, or one of them,

of all three of these widows to $20 a month, and these objectors
all voted for that motion. That kind of consistency may be
admired in some localities, but it would not win either admira-
tion or votes in the district that I represent. [Applause.]
Now, just one word with reference to the objection that is
made here to the bill by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr.
Trispre]. He produced the impression upon my mind—and I

find that the membership of this House understood him to gay

what I understood him to say—that we were in this bill recom-
mending a pension for the benefit of a woman who had run
away with a negroe. The fact is that the widow in the case
referred to is one who married a husband whose former wife
had run away with a negro, and this woman to whom we
recommended that a pension be granted had nothing whatever
to do with the former wife or her elopement. [Applause.]

Has it come to the point where gentlemen in this House have
become so antagonistic to the old Union soldiers who fought
and preserved the life of the Union that they must attempt to
make this sort of false impression upon the membership of this
House for the purpose either of trying by prejudice to defeat
or for the purpose of criticizing a just bill? [Applause.]

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield to
me, so that I can ask a question?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to
the gentleman from Georgia?

Mr. RUSSELL. My time is short. It must be a very brief
question.

Mr. TRIBBLE. Did I not ask the gentleman to read it?
Sra(tlxdiitx}?g here in my place, did I not ask the Members to
rea

Mr. RUSSELL. I did not so understand. I understand that
other gentlemen in this House understood the gentleman from
Georgia as I understood him, and that was that this widow
had run away with a negro. Has the time come when a good
woman, & widow of a Union soldier, as the report here shows,
who is now 75 years of age, and who is sick, feeble, and poor,
is to be punished because a former wife of her husband ran
away with a negro? May God forbid that such methods of
unfairness and injustice shall prevail! [Applause.]

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. S8peaker, will the gentleman yield to me
for a question?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to
the gentleman from Georgia?

Mr. RUSSELL. No; I have not the time, and, moreover, the
gentleman, when he had the floor, refused to yield to me,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri declines to
yield. -

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, your committee undertakes to
act as an equitable tribunal. The point made by the gentleman
from Georgia, that the Pension Department has turned down
some of the cases in which we have recommended the granting
of pensions, is true, because if the applicants could get the pen-
sions at the Pension Bureau there would be no necessity for the
introduction and enactment of special bills. DBut it has always
been the policy of Congress—and it is the policy of Congress to-
day—to go further than the general law goes in enacting these
special bills, and to grant fo those who are poor and unable to
work special bills in cases not covered by the general pension
laws. I admit that we go further than the general law in giv-
ing relief in meritorious cases; otherwise there would be no
sense or purpose in or necessity for passing special bills of any
sort. Your committee iries to give to all bills referred to it
as careful attention as is possible, with no purpose in view ex-
cept the faithful discharge of our duties to the public and to
give to the brave old soldiers who preserved the life of the Union
in the ;xour of its peril and their widows simple justice. [Ap-
plause.
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The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. All
time has expired. Those in favor of suspending the rules and

passing the bill will answer “ aye,” those opposed “ no.”
counting.] In the judgment of the Chair——
Mr. RODDENBERY. A division, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. A division is demanded.

The House divided; and there were—ayes 86, noes 7.

Mr. RODDENBERY, Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order
that there is no quorum present.

The SPEAKER. Evidently there is not a quorum present.
The Doorkeeper will lock the doors, the Sergeant at Arms will
notify absentees, and the Clerk will call the roll. Those in
fayor of suspending the rules and passing the bill will, when
their names are called, answer “ yea,” those opposed * nay.”
. The question was taken; and there were—yeas 193, nays 34,
answered “ present” 14, not voting 152, as follows:

Aiken, 8. C.

Anderson, Minn.
Anderson, Ohio
Andruos

Browning
Buchanan
Bulkley
Burke, Pa,
Burke, 8. Dak.
Burke, Wis.
Burnett

blatce,
aughe:
Davenport
Davis, W. Va.
Denver
Dickinson
Difenderfer
Dodds

Donohoe
Donghton

Draper
Driscoll, M. E.
Dupré

Bartlett

Collier
Cravens

Adamson
Bates

i
Davis, Minn,
Adair
Alexander
Ames
Anthony
Barchfeld
Barnhart
Bartholdt
Beall, Tex,
gell, Ga.

erger
Bingham
Blackmon
Borland
Bradley
Brantley
DBrouss
Brown
Burleson
Butler
Calder

Cary
Clark, Fla.

YEAS—193,

Dwight Knowland

Dyer I'imop
Esch g
Fergusson Bor Iy

T Lafferty
Fitzgerald Lamb
Floyd, Ark. Lawrence
Fordney Lee, Pa.
Fornes Lenroot
Foss Lewis
Foster, I1L Lindbergh
Fowler Littlepage
Franeis Lloyd
French Lobeck
Gardner, Mass, [;ongworth
Glll'dner. N.J. Lot
Garm Hchinm{m

fe McLaugh
Gillett Madden
Goldfogle Magulre, Nebr.
Good Malby
Graham Mann
Gray Martin, Colo.
(Green, Iowa Miller
Greene, Mass, Mondell
Gregg, l|"¢1 Morgan
Moss, Ind.

Gudger
Hamilton, Miech.

Hamilton, W. Va. Murray
Hamlin Neeley
Hammond Nelson
Hanna Norris
Hardwick Niye
Hartman Olmsted

Hayes 0O'Bhaun

I].;an.slley .E:ntten. N.
ns
iy Pickett
olland Plumley
owland Porter

H es, N. Post

Tughes, W. Va. Pou

ull Powers
Jackson Pray
Kahn Rainey
Kendall Raker

Kenn Rees

Kinkead, N. J. Reilrg
itchin Riordan
NAYS—34.
Faison Johnson, 8. C,
Flood, Va. Jones

Garner , Ga.
Godwin, N, C. er
Goodwin, Ark, Moore, Tex.
Harrison, Miss. :ga
Heflin Roddenbery
Humphreys, Miss. Sims
Jacoway Slsson

ANBWERED “ PRESENT "—14.

Focht Houston
Glass Linthicum
Hawley MeCall
Hay Moon, Pa.

. NOT VOTING—152.
Claypool Finley
Cline Foster. YVt
Copley Fuller
Covington Gallagher
Cullop Goeke
Curry Gould
Da!zell Grege, Tex.
Davidson Griest
De Forest Guernsey
Dent Hamill
Dickson, Miss. Hardy
Dies Harris
Dixon, Ind. Harrison, N. Y.
Doremus Hau
Driscoll, D. A, Hayden
Edwards eald
Ellerbe Helgesen
%stoplns.l E elm &

vans enry, n.
Fairchild Henry, T:g.
arr [Iinda
Fields by

Murdock

[After

Roberts, Nev,
Rodenberg
Rouse

Rvbey
Ruckelli. Mo.

Shackleford
Shar
Bherley
Sherwood
Simmons
Slemp

loan

mith, J. M. C.
mith, Saml. W.
speer
Steenerson
Stephens, Cal.
Stephens, Nebr.,
Sterling

Stone

Julloway .
Sulzer

Sweet

[ 'witzelft

Pagza

‘afbott, Mad.
Faleott, N. Y.
laylor, Colo,
Taylor, Ohio

CTCre e

Underhill
TUnderwood
Volstead
Warburton

Wilson, Pa.
Woods, Iowa
Young, Kans.

Blayden
Stedman

I
ers
Young, Tex.

Needham
Thistlewood

Johnson, Ky,
Kent

Kindred
Kinkaid, Nebr,
Konig

Lafean

La Follette
ngham

Langley

Legare

L

Lindsay

Littleton

McCreary
McDermott

MecGillicudd Mott Richardson Stanley

McGuire, Okla,  Oldfield Roberts, Mass, Stephens, Tex.

McHenry Padgett Robinson Stevens, Minn.

MecKellar Palmer Rothermel Taylor, Ala.

McKenzle Parran Rucker, Colo. Thayer

McKinley Patton, Pa. Sabath Townsend
eMorran Payne Saunders Tuttle

Macon Peters Seully Itter

Maher Prinece Sells Vrecland

Martin, B. Dak. Prouty Sheppard Webb

Matthews Pujo all Wedemeyer

Mays Randell, Tex, Smith, Cal. Weeks

Moon, Tenn. Ransdell, La. Smith, N. Y. Wilder

Moore, Pa. Rauch Smith, Tex. Wilson, IIL.

Morrison Redfield Sparkman Wood, N. J.

Morse, Wis. Reyburn Stack Young, Mich.

So (two-thirds voting in the affirmative) the rules were sus-
pended, and the bill was passed.

The Clerk announced the following pairs:

For the session:

Mr.
Mr.
My,

Apamsor with Mr. Stevexs of Minnesota.
ForNes with Mr. BRADLEY.
PuJo with Mr. McMogrgax,

Until further notice:

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Mr.
Mr,

Hixps with Mr. Gourp.

Crarx of Florida with Mr. LARGHAM,
SHEPPARD with Mr. BATES.

Mays with Mr. THISTLEWOOD.
ParraN with Mr. Howazb.

BARNHART with Mr. CRUMPACKER.
Dixox of Indiana with Mr. NEEDHAAM,
LirTiEToN with Mr. DwicHT.
MoGiuricupny with Mr. GUERNSEY,

. LantaHIcUM with Mr. BUTLER.

. Mager with Mr. CALDER.

. BeLn of Georgia with Mr. PRINCE,

. DANIEL A. DriscoLL with Mr. DE ForesT,
*. BEALL of Texas with Mr., HAWLEY.

. Frerps with Mr. LANGLEY,

. HoBsox with Mr. FAIRCHILD.

. DENT with Mr. Davis of Minnesota.

. RavcH with Mr. LAFEAN.

. HENRY of Texas with Mr. McKINLEY.
. Macox with Mr. Smite of California,
. GALLAGHER with Mr.

. OLDFIELD with Mr. Brwmuu.

. Papgerr with Mr. PAYNE.

. ADAIR with Mr. ANTHONY.

. BLACKMON with Mr. BARCHFELD,

. BRANTLEY with Mr. BARTHOLDT,

. BorLeEsoN with Mr. FAgg.

. Craypoor with Mr. Foster of Vermont,
. CLINE with Mr. CURRY.

. SPARKMAN with Mr. DAvVIDSON,

Dies with Mr. Griesr.

. ELrLerpe with Mr. HARgIs,

., FINCEY with Mr, HAUGEN.

. Geege of Texas with Mr. HEALD,

. Harrison of New York with Mr. Heney of Connecticut.
. HAYDEN with Mr. HELGESEN.

. HeLy with Mr. HowELL.

. HueHES of Georgia with Mr. HUBBARD,

. KiXprep with Mr. KENT.

. JouxsoN of Kentucky with Mr. KiNgAm of Nebraska,

LecAre with Mr. McCREARY.

. McCoy with Mr. LA FoOLLETTE.

. McKeLrar with Mr. McGuige of Oklahoma,
. Moox of Tennessee with Mr. McKENZIE.

. Parmrr with Mr. MarTin of South Dakota,
. PETERS with Mpr. MATTHEWS.

RorHERMEL with Mr. Moore of Pennsylvania.

. Rucker of Colorado with Mr. Morse of Wisconsin,
. SaBaTH with Mr. MotT.

. Sauxnpers with Mr. Parrox of Pennsylvania,

. SmaLn with Mr, Proury.

. Syt of New York with Mr. REYRURN.

. SaarH of Texas with Mr. RoserTs of Massachusetts,
. Stack with Mr. SELcs.

StaNrEy with Mr, UTTER.
SteEPHENS of Texas with Mr. VREELAND,
TAYLor of Alabama with Mr. WILDER.

Mr. Towxsexp with Mr. Wirsox of Illinois.

Mr.
Mr.

TurrrLe with Mr. Woop of New Jersey.
Wess with Mr. Youne of Michigan.

Commencing March 21, ending March 23:

Mr.

Epwarps of Georgia with Mr. WEDEMEYER.

Commencing Wednesday, March 20, ending Monday, March 25: *

Mr.

MogrrsoN with Mr. CorLEY,
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Commencing Thursday, ending March 24;

Mr. James with Mr. McCALL,

Ending April 5:

Mr, THAYER with Mr. AMES.

Commencing March 20, ending April 5:

Mr. Currop with AMr. FocHT.

For the rest of the day:

Mr. Arexanper with Mr. Humpurey of Washington.

Mr. Houston with Mr. Moox of Pennsylvania.

Mr. Harpy with Mr. DALZELL,

Commencing March 11, ending April 2, inclusive:

Mr. Burcess with Mr, WEEKS. o

Ar. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I find that T am
paired with the gentleman from Alabama, Mr. DexT. I voted
“aye,” and I wish to withdraw that vote and answer * present.”

The Clerk ealled the name of Mr. Davis of Minnesota, and he
answered “ Present,” as above recorded.

Mr. THISTLEWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I voted “aye,” but I find
I am paired with the gentleman from Florida, Mr. Mays, I
wish to withdraw my vote and answer * present.”

The Clerk called the name of Mr. TaistLEWOo0D, and he an-
swered “ Present,” as above recorded.

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded.

The SPEAKER. A quorum is present; and two-thirds having
voted in the affirmative, the rules are suspended, and the bill is
passed. The Doorkeeper will open the doors.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recozb.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missourl asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there ob-
jection?

There was no objection.

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL.

Mr. CRAVENS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the
United States, for his approval, the following bills:

H. R.11824. An act to amend section 113 of the act to codify,
revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary, approved
March 3, 1912,

H. . 17671. An act granting pensions and increase of pen-
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and
Navy and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the
Civil War, and to widows and dependent relatives of such
soldiers and sailors.

COMMITTEE ON ELECTIONS NO. 3.

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
for the present consideration of the resolution which I send to
the Clerk’s desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

House resolutlon 458,

Resolved, That the Committee on Elections No. 3 be, and It hereby is,
aunthorized to send for ballots cast for Reipresentatlva in Congress in
the third congressional district of Connecticut, at the election held in
November, 1010, and that such ballots be brought from said congres-
gional district by such person as may be designated by the committee or
its chairman, and the expenses incurred therefor shall, upon vouchers
:Pproved by the chairman of the commitiee, be paild out of the con-

ngent fund of the House.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider-
ation of the resolution?

There was no objection.

The resolution was agreed to.

PANAMA CANAL.

Mr. ENOWLAND, from the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce, submitted the views of the minority on the
bill (H. R. 21969) to provide for the opening, maintenance, pro-
tection, and operation of the Isthmian Canal and the sanitation
and government of the Canal Zone, which were ordered to be
printed in the REcorp, as follows:

VIEWS OF THE MINORITY.
[H. Rept. 423, pt. 2, to accompany H. R. 21969.]

Firmly convinced that the United Btates has the right to relleve
American ships enghged in the coastwise trade from the payment of toll
charges through the Panama Canal, the undersigned members of the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce dissent from the
m;u:u-tl t%ccompanying House bill 21969 submitted by the majority of the
committee,

This bill, in so far as it provides for levylng tolls upon vessels en-
Enged in commerce between the States, is entirely new in American

istory. From the beginning of the Government fto the present time,
notwithstanding that we have appropriated $627,098,286.05 for the
improvement of rivers and harbors and the construction of eanals,
exclusive of the Panama Canal, it has never entered into the conception
of Congress to erect a tollgate in the path of our domestic trade, for
the benefit of which these improvements have been made.

The minority enters an emphatic protest against the abandonment in
this bill of our historic policy of free commercial Intercourse between
the Btates. This great canal, buillt for the American people by Amerl-
can money, genius, and enterprise, should be forever a free and un-
trammeled competing route with transportation by land. We can not

[ continental railroads would largelﬁtbe the beneficiaries.

emphasize too stronﬁly the elementary proposition that “tolls levied
upon vessels enga n commerce between our eastern and western sea-
boards Increase the amount the transcontinental railroads may charge
for the same servive. If a vessel en route from San Francisco to New
York through the canal were required to pay $10,000 in tolls, the trans-
This question
affects every ton of domestic frei that passes through the canal and
every ton that is carried across the country by the railroads,

The talk of * subsidizing™ the shipping interests at the expense of
the American people Is mere soPh[strr and only hefogs the issue. The
tolls imposed at the canal would be added to the freight and pald by
the American I?:GPIE who consume the commodities. We hold this
proposition to undamental ; and vlewed in this light, free tolls to
our coastwise trade would not be a subsidy to shipowners, but a con-
cesslon to the American gople. Free tolls at the Panama Canal to our
coastwise trade would the same kind of a *subsidy " that was
Eranted to 41,000,000 tons of shipping that passed through the Soo

anal in 1911. It is trae that we levy no tolls upon Canadlan vessels
using the Soo Canal, but that is because American vessels are accorded
the same treatment by the Canadlan Government at the Welland Canal.
By virtue of a reciprocal arrangement we receive our quid pro quo for

ing Canadian vessels through the Sco Canal free of charge. We
isclaim ang antipathy against the railroads, but Insist that this initial
legislation for the government and management of the Panama Canal
ghall not take money from the pockets of the Amerlean
it to the great corporations that have already been munificently treated
by the Federal Government,

In a comparatively few Instances opposition to free tolls has devel-
oped in certain loealities in the Middle West based upon the erroneous
assumption that any reductions in freight rates between the Atlantic
and Pacific seabosrds will give the IP’acifie, Gulf, and Atlantic coast
cities an advantage over the Middle West cities in competing for the
trade of the intermountain section of the West. There might be some
ground for this assumption were it not for the fact that rail freight
rates between the Middle West and the Pacific coast never exceed those
between the Atlantie and Paclfic seaboards, and are frequently lower.
Any reduction in rail freight rates forced by sea competition between,
say, New York and San Francisco is contemporaneously applied between
Chicago, St. Paul, St. Louis, Kansas City, and, in fact, every city of
the ddle West on the one hand and every Pacific coast city or town
on the other. This always has been so—It always will be s0. The
selfish interests of the railroads serving the Middle West is the strongest
possible guaranty of the gerpetulty-'of this already well-established rate-
making system. No road operating between St. PPaul and Seattle will
permit- & lower rail rate to exist Detween New York and Seattle than
exists between St. Paul! and Beattle, otherwise St. aul's trade would be
captured by New York.

"herefore if by reason of free tolls to vessels In the coastwise trade
freight rates between New York and Seattle are $1 per ton less than
they would be if tolls were charged they will by the same measure be
less between St. Paul and Chicago and Omaha and St. Louis and Kansas
City, on the one hand, and Seattle and Portland and San Francisco and
Los Angeles and San Diego, on the other. It Is not for the merchants,
manufacturers, producers, and consumers of the Middle West to do other
than to heartily favor free tolls. It Is to be expected, however, that the
rallroads serving the Middle West, and for that matter the entire coun-
try, will strenuously oppose free tolls and with equal strenuosity advo-
cate the highest tolls possible—the only limit being those charged con-
temporaneously ,thl’ﬂufl Buez. Inasmuch as rates between the entire
country east of the Alissoari River, on the one hand, and the inter-
mountain section, on the other, are based upon the coast-to-coast rates,
it is obvious that free tolls would be equally advantageous to this sec-
tion as to all other sections of the country. Free tolls ean not but
minimize rail freight rates on all the manufactures of the Atlantic

and the Middle West, the products of the great Mlsn!sal{’ﬁ:l

Valley, and those of the Pacific coast, to the ultimate advantage of the

gmducers and consumers throughout the entire country. Nor are re-

nctions in rail rates the only advantages which the people of the great

interior of our country
more direct interest.

AMuch of the commerce of the

ple and give

are to reap from free tolls. They have even a
« eat Misgissippi Valley will flow down
the rivers which drain it to the Gulf and thence through the eanal to the
Pacific coast. Likewlse Paclfic coast products will, under free tolls, to
a large extent eventually be distributed throughout the Middle West via
her waterways. The completion of the Lakes to Gulf waterway ;gojoct
will make it not alone possible, but practicable to exchange Pacific
coast lumber for Lake Buperior ore without either mmmudi‘tﬂy touchin
the floor of a freight car. Every burden placed upon traffic throu‘:
the canal impairs its usefulness as a competitive route and decreases its
benefits to the American people.

We are glad to note that in one sectlon of the report the majority
agrees with the minority that free tolls will be advantageous to the
interior of the country. On J)e:hge 12 the majority report states:

“ By that means (as provi by section 11, compelling connectlon of
railroads in through routes and joint rates with water carriers) the
benefits of the canal can be distributed through the interior and enable
the entire country to enjoy some good therefrom. The railroads can
perform a more noble and valuable service of connecting on elther coast
with coastwise vessels passing through the canal, and by joint rates and
through routes afford convenlent schedules and falr rates and conditions
of commerce to the people living many hundreds of miles inland from
both coasts.”

We ean not too stron%]y protest against the following language con-
tained in section 5 of the bill:

“No preference shall be glven nor diserimination shown, directly or
indirectly, to the vessels of any nation, its citizens or subjects, other
than wvessels belonging to the Government of the United States (In-
cluding those belonging to the IPanama Rallroad Cum]jl:auy) and the
Government of the Rlepublic of Panama observing the rules and regula-
tions of the anama Canal.”

By this langunﬁ, which is certainly clear and not open to misin-
terpretation, the United Stfates is practically foreclosed from giving
any preference, directly or indirectly, to American ships in the for-
eign or coastwise trade, for it provides that we may relieve from the
ayment of tolls only the vessels of the Government of the United
tates and of the Government of the Republic of Panama and of the
Panama Ralilrcad Co. The lan{ua?_:ﬂ amounts virtually to an inter-
pretation in advance of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty adverse to the
contentlon that this Government can, directly or indirectly, favor
American shipping thruuﬁh an American waterway upon which we are
expending over $400,000,000.

e report of the majority, Iin an attempt to explain away this
objectionable language, disclaims that it was intended to thus con-
strue the treaty. IRegardless of the existence of intent we suobmit
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that the llngu&ga is capable of mo other interpretation, It is also
argued that mo future Congress would be bound. Directing attention
to the fact that this is practically an admission that the language
is as objectionable as char, but acknowledging that it might not
bind a future Congress, it is evident that If a controversy arose be-
tween this Nation snd a forei power involving an interpretation
of the trefty, this language would be cited to prove that the Congress
of the United States has itselfl so interpreted the treaty and thus
voluntarily surrendered every commercial advantage and proprie
right incident to the comstruction of this waterway. As an addi-
tional excuse it is cha that in the bill introduced by “ the leading
champion and signer of the minority views™ the same language was
used. This statement is incorrect, ss could have been eul&fmtamed
by tomparing the bills. Tne bill of the gentleman from ifornia ex-
cepted all vessels of the United States (not Government vessels only),
and specifically provided for free tolls for American ships in the coast-
wise trade. s is a matter of public record.

While disclaiming any intention to interpret the Hay-Pauncefote
treaty in favor of foreign shipping interests, the majority report
ceeds to call attention to the tion of an amendment offered in
the Senate when the treaty was pending reserving to the United
Btates the right to discriminate in favor of vessels of Its own cltizens
engaged in t coastwise trade, It is a mmatter of record that this
amendment, offered by Senator Bard, of California, was rejected by a
vote of 27 yeas and 48 nays. On the same day, however, an amend-
ment was offered (see 8. Doc. 85, 5Tth Cong., 1st sess.) reserving
the right to the United States to protect said canal in any way it
might deem proper. This amendment was rejected on roll call, yeas
27, nays 44, and this was the fate of several other amendments
similar. reserving to the TUnited States the right to fo ‘the
canal. t is nnnecessary to call attention to the fact that fortifica-
tions are now being constructed. With further reference to the Bard
amendment we have been ﬁ;unted anthority to quote from a letter
recently written by Senator Bard, in the course of which he states:

“When my amen nt was under consideration it was generally
conceded [the Italics are his] by Senators that even without that
specific provision the rules of the treaty would not prevent our Gov-
ernment from treating the canal as part of our coast line, and conse-
quently could not be construed as a restriction of our interstate com-
merce, forbidding the discrimination in charges for tolls in favor of
our coastwise trade, and this conviction contributed to the defeat of
the amendment.”

We contend that our right to favor our own shipping In the matter
of canal tolls can not be seriously questioned. The minority is not
lorced to offer profuse apologies for its position. The messa of
President Taft sent to Congress in December (H. Doc. 343, 624 Cong.,
)d sess.) has the true American ring, and clearly states the case.
These are the President's words :
th: I am mt{ﬂgten:o H;at the Un!ttedtMt“af:‘ﬁ?p !thg hwtercta relieve dg:nm

pngwn any part of our n; at Congress s
wise, ‘e own the f.:mml’.7 It was our money tha¥ Dmilt it. We have
the right to charge tolls for its use, Those tolls must be the same to
everyone, but when we are dealing with our own ships, the practice of
many Governments of subsidizing their own merchant vessels is so
well established in general that a subsidy qu:l to the tolls, as equiva-
lent remission of tolls, can not be held to a discrimination in the
use of the canal. The practice in the Buez Canal makes this clear.”

The Secretary of War, on page 54 of his last annual report, is no
less on ken when he declares:

“ Involved in the problem of fixing tolls is the guestion whether the
United States has the right under the treaty to pay the tolls on Amer-
ifcan vessels using the canal. An examination of the treaty and the
surrounding elrcumstances, to my mind, leaves no doubt as to the right
of the United States, both legally and morally, to pay the tolls on its
vessels. This is a perfectly recognized ctice in respect to the tolls
of the Sues Canal, the toll rules of which canal were adopted by the
United States In the Hay-Pauncefote treaty for the government of the
Panama Canal. At least one of our national competitors in the use of the
Panama Canal—S8pain—has already taken steps to provide for the pay-
ment out of her national treasury of the Panama tolls on one of the
Spanish lines which will use that canal. Furthermore, I can see no
difference, save in form (provided the tolls for other nations are kept
reasonable, as we have also covenanted to do), whether the United
States should make this nppr:;gﬂat‘.lan out of her own Treasury to
American vessels, by recelving the toll money from them first and re-

ving it to them, or by simply relieving them from the payment of
0]%,‘“ imcltdhie m}t mag-s"e vl those expressed by th

oinciding w. t ews are y the
Commeree and Labor on pages 102 and 102 of his last m‘um:

“ Every State in the Union with navigable waters cr its boun-
daries furnishes precedents of c appropriations for the es-
tablishment and maintenance of improvements at the continuing ex-
pense of the Federal ury and without a dollar's help from the
vessels which enjoy the advantages of such improvements. Where the
future of American ship&lnx is at stake and the domestic commerce of
both seaboards and the Gulf is invelved, there is me apparent reason to

rt from a principle which L

1 that it will hfrneﬂrt all

20 et
=

has been so constantly invoked, * *
‘The Panama Canal is belng built in the belief
sections of the country and nearly every form of Ameriean .
Our merchant ships and shipyards are as essential to the Nation as our
battleships. They have at least a to consideration In
cannl legislation and appropriations with other American induostries.
Every argoment to tax the American merchant shlp which uses the
canal would agﬂr with equal force to a tax directly on American cot-
ton, lumber, t, coal, 151‘&]:: and other cargo carried by the ship
through the canal. It is easible to use the canal for the promotion of
American navigation in a manner consistent with treaty obligations,
with precedent at home and abroad, and with our fixed policy of un-
taxed navigation on Improved waterways."

Thé views of the State rtment are well kmown. The chairman
of the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, in a recent re-
port from that committee (see Rept. 405, 62d Cong., 2d sess.), expresses
views in accord with those above guoted.

The minority disagrees entirely with the view of the majority that
the Hay-Pauncefote treaty makes it impossible for Congress to er
our qgvn vessels enga, n the coastwise trade. 'I‘hliegortlon of arti-
cle 3 of the treaty which it is claimed wounld be viola by preferring

our coastwise trade reads as follows:
" of the neutralization of such

as embodied in the conven-
October, 1888, for the free

equality,

so that there shall be no discrimination against such nation or its citi-
zens or snbjects in respect of the ¢ itions or charges of traffic or
°mff“§,lf°‘ Such conditions and charges of traffic shall be just and
equitable.”

It is manifest, from the reading of the treaty, that its purpose was to
prevent discrimination against other nations. That free tolls to our
coastwise vessels would not discriminate against the vessels of other
countriegs becomes apparent when we reflect that under our navigation
laws forelgn vessels are Erohl‘hlted from engaging in our coastwise
trade. That being true, it Is of no concern to foreign nations, their
citizens or subjects, what treatment we accord to our coastwise trade.

Foreign nations have not considered that they were violating the
rules for the neutralization of the Suez Canal by rebating tolls te
vessels flying their own flag. The contemporaneous construction that
the powers signatory to the convention of Constantinople have givem
that instrument supports the position of the minority t we have a
perfect right under the Hay-Pauncefote treaty to favor our domestic
shipping; and if we have the right to collect the tolls at the canal
and repay them, we certainly have the right to remit them in the first
instance, It is nnnt-mmrgnto resort to a device or subterfuge in order
to do Indirectly what we have a right to do directly.

It will be o that the treaty provides that * the canal shall
be free and open to the vessels of commerce and of war of all nations
observing these rules on terms of entire equality,” wyet this bill ex-
?ressly reserves the ht of the United States Government to pass
ts own ships of war t romfh the canal without the payment of any
tolls. We confess our inability to see the logle or consistency of the

osition of the majority that free tolls to ships of commerce would

a violation of the treaty, but that free tolls to ships of war would
not be a wviolation of the treaty. The mggrlty seek to justify the
right to exempt war vessels of the United States from the payment of
tolls under that clause of the treaty which provides that—

“ the United States enjoys all the rights incldent to construction as well
B’fs il;e ug:.l“’“ right of providing for the regulation and management
o e canal.”

Under any falr comstruction of the treaty, however, this lang'uuﬁ
must be considered in conmection with the rules that are adopted
the treaty for the regulation and management of the canal. In other
words, under the treaty the United States enjo{s all the rights incl-
dent to the construction as well as the exclusive ht of providing
for the reglation and management of the canal, subject, however, to
the rules therein provided for its regulation and mnn?mnent. These
rules, as we have already seen, provide that the canal shall be free
and open to the vessels of commerce and of war of all nations observ-
ing these rules on terms of entire equality. If this lan was in-
tended to prevemt preferring our own vessels, it must apply equally
to both vessels of commerce and vessels of war. Buch a construction
is ] of the canal, which was con-

Slsen ¢. Smith (195 U. 8., 332)
with the remark that it has no application to the sltuation with which
we are notwithstanding an examinatlon of the case would
have disclosed that on the ion of discrimination it is om all
fours with the subject we are now considering. In that case the treaty
with Great Britain provided that—

“no higher or other dnties or char ghall be imposed in any tgrta of
the United States on British vessels than those payable in same
ports by vessels of the Uniled States.”

The court held that this treaty was not viclated by either the Texas
statute or the Revised Statutes of the United Btates, section 4444,
exempting coastwise steam vessels from the payment of pilotage
charges. In that connection, speaking for the court, Mr. Justice
White, now Chief Justice, said: 3

“ Nor is there merit in the contention that as the vessel In gqunestion
was a British vessel, com from a foreign port, the State laws con-
cerning pilotage are in conflict with the treaty between Great Britain
and the United States, that ‘mo higher or other duties or
charges shall be imposed in “ni’h ports of the United States on DBritish
vessels than those payable in the same ports by wessels of the United
States.” Neither the exemption of coastwise steam vessels from pilot-
age resulting. from the law of the United States nor any lawful ex-
emption of coastwise vessels created by the Btate law concerns vessels
in thg fore
ate to p

trade, and, therefore, any such exemptions do not oper-
uce a discrimination against British vessels engaged in
foreign trade and in favor of the vessels of the United States in such
trade. In substance the sixropositioll but asserts that because by the
law of the United States steam wessels in the coastwise trade have been
pilo regulations, therefore there is mo power to sub-
s in foreign trade to pilotage regulatioms, even though such
rezulations apply without discrimination to all vessels engaged such
foreign trade, ether domestic or T ”~

If a treaty with Great Britain provi that * no higher or other
duties or charges shall be imposed in any ports of the United States
on British vessels than thmynble in the same perts by vessels of
the United States” is mnot ted by an exemption in favor of our
own vessels en in coastwise trade from payment of pllotage
= it must necessarily follow that the Hay-Pauncefote treaty
would mot be violated by a similar exemption of our ise vessels
from the payment of tolls at the Panama Canal,

The Panama Canal is being built on territory which was purchased
by the Government of the United States. We will expend in its con-
struetion W of. £400,000,000, and are obligated by treaty to pay the
Republic of Panama in perpetuity the sum of $250,000 annually.  Wa
occupy the n of sovereign proprietor of the canal and the Canal
Zone, a relation that none of the nine powers signatory to the con-
vention of Constantinople sustained with reference to the Suoez Canal.
The Hay-Pauncefote treaty should be constrmed in the light of these
facts, and when so construed the minority can not escape the conclu-
slon that in ing, ratifying, and proclaiming this treaty to the world
we were merely ing to the terms and conditions upon which the
United States, the sovereign owner of the canal, would permit its use
by the other mations of the world, its citizens or suhillecw.

While disclaiming any intention of construing the Hay-Pauncefote
treaty, the majority In the report that accompanies this bill iterates
and reiterntes their belief that the treaty renders preference to our
coastwise trade impossible. The minority believe in the religious ob-
gervance of our treaty obligations as essential to the maintenance of
our own sclf-respect and the confidence and friendly regard of other
nations ; but we refuse to assent to the mere suggestion, to say nothing
of the bold declaration, that by the Hay-Pauncefote treaty we have,
without consideration, bartered away to a foreign nation the constitm-
tional power of Congress to regulate commerce between the United
Bit:é.“ and encourage the upbuilding and growth of our domestic ship-
P
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Since 1884 we have consistently adhered to a policy enunciated in
the river and harbor act of that year, section 4 of which provided:

“ No tolls or operating charges whatcever shall be levied upon or col-
lected from any vessel, dredge, or other water eraft for passing through
any lock, canal, canalized river, or other work for the use and beneiit
of navigation now belonging to the United States or that may be here-
after acquired or constrocted.”

The Secretary of the Treasury has recently sent to the Senate in
response to a resolution from that body, a letter transmitting informa-
tion relating to expenditures for rivers and harborg from the establish-
ment of the Government to the close of the fiscal year ending June 30,
1911. (See 8. Doc. No. 382, 624 Cong., 2d sess.) his statement shows
that the total expenditures upon rivers, harbors, and canals (exclusive
of the Panama Canal) has reached the enormous total of $627,098,-
236.05. The whole country bas borne the burden, and no one has sug-
gested that it be EI“M solely upon American ship]g)ien . It has not been
seriously urged that the cost of maintenance even posed upon com-
merce. For instanee, l§121,1412,55-1e.41 has been spent by the Government
upon the Mississippi River, and it is now prop to expend a greater
sum to rfmﬂde a deep wuterwag from the Lakes to the Gulf. Upon the
Missouri River has been expended $11,425.056.90, while the Ohio River
has been alded by the Government to the extent of $23,548,338.15.
‘While it might be argued that the &Jeo le of the Atlantic and Pacific
coasts are recelving no direct benefit from these river improvements,
they are pot urgl that those Btates and interests directly tributary to
the lliss[ssiﬁnpi, Ohio, and Missouri Rivers be singled out to bear the
burden of these enormous expenditures.

The énlightened position that the State of New York has taken in the
matter of water transportation.facilities has a direct bearing upon the

uestion at issne. Since the canals of that State were freed from tolls

eir ordinary repair and maintenance has averafed about $1,000,000 a

ear. There has been appropriated a total of $147,000,000 for the en-
argement and maintenance of these canals since the State declared
them to be free of all tolls. If a single State of the Union adopts such
a broad policy, can not the Government of the United States afford to
exempt vessels in at least the coast-to-coast trade gassln through the
Panama Canal? The Btate of New York has also bon itself in the
further sum of $19,800,000 for the construction of canal terminals. It
has never been charﬁed in New York that these vast expenditures bene-
fited only those localities adjacent to the waterways, the taxpayers real-
izing that the development of commerce by water hechd the entire State,
as would cobviously be the case throughout the country at large.

In answer to those who hold that the Government should at least ob-
tain a revenue frem the canal sufficient to cover the operating expenses,
which they fear would be impossible if we remitted tolls to American
ships in the coastwise de, we will show from the evidence that tolls
can be remitted and a revenue obtained with a toll of $1 per net register
ton upon ships other than those engaged in interstate commerce sufli-
cient to pay double the expense of operation, maintenance, sanitation,
and eivil government. We will show this in face of the predictions that
the canal will be a colossal failure commercially, according to the
majority report. We quote from the maior}ty T rt at page 5:

*There will undoubtedly be some shipping through the camal be-
tween our Atlantic coast and the Orlent and some hbetween Europe
and the Pacific coast, as well as occasional vessels between Europe
and various FPacific ports not touching at American ports at all. Our
own coastwise ships and Canadian coastwise ships may constitute the
great body of that Panama traffic which is at all certain.”

Of this coastwise trade, which is to constitute the * great body of
the Panama traffic which is at all certain,” the majority report again,
at page 0, states:

“Only a small per cent of the American people will ship freight in
considerable quantities through the canal.”

And at the same page above the freight of this “small per cent
of the American people,” we are assured, will be carried by a few
ships, “ for only a few will be needed.” If such were the facts, then
$375,000,000 have been wasted on a commercial travesty more absurd
than some of the creeks which in bygone years were the objects of
congressional solicitude and appropriation and of publie ridicule. This
line of argument recalls the line of attack upon the proposition to build
the canal at all which was followed by the transcontinental railroads
until the force of public opinion overwhelmed it.

If it were true, then the canal is justifiable only as a factor of
the national defense. If that be the contention of the ma;ority. the
recommendation that American coastwise commerce be singled out to
pay for it is absolutely indefensible. If the canal is a factor of the
national defense, the cost of upkeep should be paid for not by a direct
leyy on domestic commerce in time of ce, but by appropriations
from the Treasury precisely as every other form of national defense

is paid for.

he quoted statements in the report of the majority do mot cor-
respond with facts, to which all the rest of the world has easy access,
The records kept by the Panama Canal Co., based on a study of actual
ghips’ voyages, showed that in 1890 the trade contributions to a
Panama Canal might have comprised 2,375,071 net registered tons in
trade between Furope and the Paclfic coasts of the Americas, 1,271,357
net tons in trade between Atlantic America and the Orlent, and 202,149
net tons in trade between the Atlantic and Pacific coasts of the two
Americas; in all, 3,848,577 net tons. The Walker Isthmian Canal
Commission (Report of Isthmian Canal Commission, Text p. 654, Gov-
ernment Printing Office, 1904) reported the tonnage which might have
used an isthmian canal in 1899 was * 5,001,708 tons, or approxi-
mately 5,000,000 tons.” In the annual mmaﬁ of ident Taft of
Decemhﬁr 6, 1910, he quoted one of the Walker Commission to the
effect that—

“The total tonnage of the vessels employed in commerce that could
use the Isthmian Canal in 1914 would amount to 6,843,805 tons net
register, and that this trafic wonld Increase 25.1 per cent per decads’

Finally, at the hearings before the committee only six weeks ago,
Prof. Emory R. Johnson, employed by the Government especially to
make traffic computations, and whose estimates are generally regarded
as very conservative, reported that the net register tonnage of vessels
that might have advantageously used a Panama Canal in 1909-10 was
8,328,029 net tons. We quote the statement of Prof. Johnson, found
on page 698 of the prin committee heal;)%lgx:

“It was found in 1809-1900 that 5,000, tons net register of ship-
was then avallable for the use of the Panama Canal. The increase
during the 11 years endinﬁe.z;me 30, 1910, was 663 per cent, or at the
rate of 59 per cent per de. That rate of Increase, projected to
1914-15, would mean an increase of 26.8 ;ier cent during the 5 years
following 1910, which would bring the total of 8,328,000 to 10,000,500
tons at the time of the opening of the canal.”

Of this total it Is estimated that but 1,160,000 net register tons will

pin

be coast to coast trafiic. (See statement Prof, Johnson, committee

hearings, p. 705.) We have shown that since 1899 all the estimates
of possible canal trafic have been understatements, and In our opinion
this Is due to the fact that few have anticipated the wonderful growth
in ocean steam navigation. When the SBuez Canal was o ed in 1869
the world's shipping comprised 16,042,498 net tons sall vessels and
only 2,793,432 net tons steam vessels. In 1911 the world's tonnage
comp 22,338,540 net tons steam vessels and only 6,152,977 tons
sail vessels. The canal as constructed can handle, ncmrdin% to the
:stigate of Col, Goethals (committee hearings, p. 413), 80,000,000 tons
year.

No estimate has been or can be prepared which will give its Husiness
for 1915 at less than 8,000,000 net tons, and we are inclined to the
view that Prof, Johnson’s estimete of 10,500,000 net reglster tons Is
very conservative. We are compelled to conclude, therefore, either
that the most gigantic engineering blunder of the ages has been made
at Panama or that our colleagues on the committee have falled to
digest and profit by the “ volume of valuable if not exhaustive infor-
mation covering the canal subject in all its phases, origin, siages,

rogress, and future,” which we all have labored unremittingly for a
ong time to assemble “ for the use of Congress and the public.”

e majority report ({)ﬁ 4) states that ** it will require §4,000,000 or
:g.?ﬂ%& 0 a year to maintain and operate the canal and administer its

he careful and detailed estimates of Col. Goethals show that the
total annnal cost of the operation and maintenance of the canal, ins
cluding the cost of sanitation and civil government, will not exceed

000,000, and that it is hoped to realize a profit from the sale of sup-
plies, ete., to bring this down to $3,500,000. (See commitftee hearings,
pp. 410, 411, 415, and 417.) Analyzing the fizures of PProf. Johnson,
we find that a toll of 1 per net register ton would bring In a total
annual revenue during the first year, exclusive of passenger tolis, of
$£10,500,000. Suhtractlng the Interstate commerce trafic (American
coastwise), which Prof. Johnson estimates at 1,160,000 tons, we would
still have an annual revenue of $9,840,000, more than double the oper-
ating expenses, with the tonnage annually inereasing.

We resent the charge, contained on page 6 of the majority report, that
“ this small shi‘pplnsi interest has secured recommendations from some
trade organizations in various coast cities of the country on the erro-
neous theory that shippers would secure the benefits of the remitted
tolls.” These * trade organizations,” which are spoken of so sneeringly.
are not all located in coast cities. For instance, the Lakes-to-the-Gulf

ee;]) Waterways Association, which unanimously passed the following
resolutions, Is not a coast organization :

‘*The policy of free waterways is fundamental with the American
people, and hence this assoclation declares that this principle should be
extended to our coastwise trade through the Panama CunuE"

The 1,200 delegates attending the National Rivers and Harbors Con-
Eress. which convened in Washington last December, were not Influenced
y the * small shipping interest.” We might likewise mention the
Boston Chamber of Commerce, the National Board of Trade, the Navy
League of the United States, the Philadelphia Chamber of Commerce,
the New Orleans Progressive Union, the Chamber of Commerce of New
York, the New York Board of Trade and Transportation, the Merchants'
Association of New York, the Maritime Association of the Port of New
York, and various other representative bodies, these resolutions being
ape‘guded as a part of this report.

e conténd that no better opportunity was ever offered for the de-
velopment of an American merchant marine and the establishment of
a fleet of naval auxiliaries which weuld be available in time of war.

There is no doubt that the founders of the Government and the
framers of the Constitution intended to provide for free and unrestricted
commerce between the States. Certain it iz that such has been onr
national policy from the beginning. It would be a eause for sincere
regret to all lovera of this ancient institution if now, at the threshold
of the opening of this zireat canal, fraught with such wonderful com-
mercial possibilities to the American people, we should depart from the
path that has so long been pursued.

RoperT F. BROUSSARD.
HexrY M. GOLDFOGLE.
Fraxg H. DoreMUs.

v JosePH R. KNOWLAND,
WiILLiAM M. CALDER,
APPENDIX. .

RESOLUTIONS INDICATING PURBLIC SENTIMENT THROUGHOUT THE COUNTRY
IN FAVOR OF FREE TOLLS FOR AMERICAN SHIPS IN THE COASTWISE
TRADE THROUGH THE PANAMA CANAL.,

Resolutions unanimously adopted by the Lakes-to-the-Gulf Deep
Waterways Association at the sixth annual convention, Chieago, IIL,
October 12, 13, 14, 1911:

“The policy of free waterways Is fundamental with the Ameriean
people, and hence this association declares that this prineciple should be
extended to our coastwise trade through the Panama Canal.”

Resolutions unanimously adopted by the National Rivers and Harbors
Congress, which convened in Washington in Dece r, 1011, consisting
of over 1,200 delegates, representing every State in the Union :

 We submit that waterways improved or created by the Federal Gov-
ernment by the use of money contributed by the whole people of the
United States should be free for the use of American ships in fair and
open competition and on equal terms, without the payment of tolls; but
we contend that a water carrier owned, controlled, or operated by a
ting land carrier is unfair competition, and in order to preserve
e whole people the benefits of continued fair competition so that
the beneficent uence of open waterways shall not be nullified by
hostile interests, we recommend the enlargement of the powers of the
Interstate Commerce Commisesion, to the end that the commission may
more effectually regulate competing land and water carriers and com-
peting water carriers and provide for the interchange of traffic.”

Resolutions adopted at a meeting held in Washington December 6,
1911, composed of delegates representing civic and commercial® bodies
of the Pacific coast, citiesa on the Gulf of Mexico and the Atlantie
coast, and the citles of Philadelphia, Newark, Trenton, Richmond,
Buffalo, St. Louis, Cincinnati, and Pitfsburgh.
“ YWhereas the Government of the United States is constructing, entirely

at its own cost, the Panama Canal for the benefit of its own people

as a military measure for the naval protection of either coast time
of war and for the facilitation of its domestic commerce as well as
for the furtherance of the commerce of the world ;

“ Whereas the coastwise commerce between ports of the United States
is confined by law to vessels registered under the American flag, so
that regulations established by the Government of the United States
for the use of the canal by such vessels will not conflict in any way
with the treaty obligatlons of the United States with other nations,
and particularly with Great Britain; 5
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*“ Whereas there Is a great and growing demand for cheaper and freer
interchange of commodities between the States of the Pacific slope,
on the one hand, and those bordering on and tributary to the Atlantle
and Gulf coasts, including all the States along the Mississippl and its
navigable branches, on the other ;

Whereas the opening of the canal, through the continuous and di-

rect water transportation it will afford, will ?ve the people of this

country opportunities to interchange commodities of the different dis-
tricts to an extent never dreamed of before, and thus will reduce the
cost of a large number of articles of daily use and necessity to the

CONSUMmET ;

* Whereas ample
of the United
the canal; and

“YWhereas the operation of the canal under this condition will greatly
stimulate and increase American shipping:

“ Regolved, That the Conference for Panama Canal Free Tolls for
American Coastwise Commerce strongly and urgently recommends that
vess=¢ls engaged in domestic commerce between ports of the United
Btates shall be granted free passage through the Panama Canal.”

bThe Boston Chamber of Commerce adopted resolutlons similar to the
above,

ltesolutionngawed by delegates re| resenting the various chambers of
%T{mm of the Paclfic coast held San Franelsco, Cal., October 2,
“Whereas the bullding of the Panama Canal was undertaken by the

people of the United States in pursuance of a great national poliey,
amongst other things of [llrovidmg for the national defense, of open-
ing up the shortest possible water route between the res%ectlve coasts
of the United SBtates and foreign countries, to provide through natu-
ral methods and to prevent momnopoly of transportation means for
transportation between the various sections of the Unlon at the low-
est possible cost, to build up and expand our commerce with foreign
nations, and incidentally to encourage the upbuilding of a now de-
cadent merchant marine: Be it

“ Resolrved, That it is the sense of this meeting that there should be
no tolls charged through the canal to vessels coastwise flying the Ameri-
can flag; and be it further

“ Resolrved, That we heartily approve of the legislation recommended
by President Taft in his message to Con of December 6, 1910, read-
ing asg follows: * I can not close this reference to the canal without sug-
gesting as a wise amendment to the interstate-commerce law a provision
prohibiting interstate-commerce railroads from owning or controlling
ships engaged in the trade through the Panama Canal. I believe such a
Erovision may be needed to save to the people of the United States the

enefits of the competition in trade between the eastern and western
seaboards which this canal was constructed to secure."”

Resolutions adopted at the forty-second annual meetin,
National Board of Trade, Washington, D. C., Janoary 18, 1912:

*“ Whereas the Government of the United States is constructing, entirely
at its own cost, the 'anama Canal, for the benefit of its own pcol:lc,
as a military measure for the naval protection of either coast in time
of war, and for facilitating its domestic and foreign commerce, as
well as for the furtherance of the commerce of the world ;

* Whereas the coastwise commerce between ports of the United States

is confined by law to vessels registered under the American flag, so

that regulations established by the Government of the United Stutes
for the use of the canal by sach vessels will not conflict in any way
with the treaty obligations of the United States with other nations;

Whereas there is a great and growing demsand for cheaper and freer

interchange of commodities between the States of the Paclfic slope on

the one hand and those bordering on and tributary to the Atlantic
and Gulf coasts, including all the Btates along the Mississippi and
its navigable branches, on the other;

Whereas the opening of the canal, through the continuous and direct

water transportation it will afford, will give the people of this coun-

try opportunities to interchange commodities of the different districts
to an extent heretofore found impossible, and thus will reduce the cost
of a large number of articles of daily use and necesslt{:

“ Resolved, That the National Board of Trade urgently recommends

that vessels engaged In domestic commerce between g—ertn of the United

Btates shall be granted preferential tolls in passing through the Panama

Canal : Provided, That when such vessels are owned, controlled, or

operated, directly or indirectly, by any land transportation line or lines,

no preferential tolls shall be ‘granted to the vessels so owned, operated,
or controlled.”
Resolutions adopted by the Navy League of the United States at

convention held in city of Washington, February 23, 1912:

“Whereas the building of the Panama Canal was undertaken by the
prople of the United States in pursvance of a great national policy—
amongst other things of providing for the national defense; of open-
ing up the shortest possible water route between the respective coasts
of the United States and foreign countries; and of encouraging the
upbuilding of our merchant marine, which has practically disappeared
from the foreign trade: Be it

® ‘* Regolred, That although it is the sense of this meeting that the

question of tolls throngh the Panama Canal is one beyond the scope

of this league's present activities; yet be it furither

“ Resolved, That as we believe the war-time eficiency of our Navy
will de{)end. in part, on the existence of a fleet of merchant vessels
available as naval auxiliaries, we heartily approve of any legislation
directly or indirectly aiding In building up the American merchant
marine, and we believe that if Congress In its wisdom, deems it ad-
visable to levy tolls, that these tolls should be returned to the ships,
either In the coastwise or foreign trade, for the purpose of assisting in
rehabilitating that merchant marine.”

14“'1‘531111“1” adopted by Philadelphia Chamber of Commerce, December
“ Whereas the Government of the Unlted States is constructing, entirely
at its own cost, the Panama Canal for the benefit of its own

recedents exist for exempting the domesti¢ commerce
tates from the payment of tolls for passage through

of the

i

eople
as n military measure for the naval protection of either coast Pn P!Je_

time of war and for the facilitation of its domestic commerce, as well
a8 for the furtherance of the commerce of the world:

“Whereas the coanstwise commerce between the ports of the United
States s confined by law to vessels registered under the Amerlcan
flag, so that regulations established by the Government of the United
States for the use of the canal by such vessels will not conflict in any
waﬁ with the treaty obligations of the United Btates with other
nations;

“ Whereas there is a great and growin

demand for cheaper and freer
interchange of commodities between o

e States of the Pacific slope on
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the one hand and those bordering on and tributary to the Atlantie
and Gulf coasts, Including all the States along the Mississippi and
oy 1t_s navigable branches, on the other;
Whereas the opening of the canal, through the continuous and direct
water transportation it will afford, will give the people of this coun-
try opportunities to Interchange commodities of the different distriets
to an extent never contemplated before, and thus will reduce the cost
! of a large number of artlcles of daily use and necessity ;
Whereas ample é)recedeuts exist for exempiing the domestic commerce
of the United States from the payment of tolls for passage through
the canal ; and
“Whereas the operation of the canal under this condition wiil greatly
stimulate and increase American ahipging:
“Resolved, That the Philadelphin Chamber of Commerce urgently
recommends that vessels engaged in domestic commerce between ports
%1; l&l;;:ﬂllnited States shall be granted free passage through the Panama

Resolutlons adopted by commercial bodies of the State of Washing-
ton, November 3, 1911 : 2
*“ Whereas the building of the Panama Canal was undertaken by the

people of the United States In pursuance of a great natfonal policy,

amongst other things to provide for the national defense; to open
up the shortest possible water route betwean the ports of the United

States and between the United States and foreign countries; to pre-

vent monopoly of means of tramsportation between the various see-

tions of the Union; and to provide such transportation to the peoplé
of the United States at the lowest possible cost; to bulld up and ex-
pand commerce with forelgn nations; and, incidentally, to encourage
the upbullding of a now decadent merchant marine; and

“Whereas it is of the utmost importance to the State of Washington,
and to all the States borderlng on the Pacific Ocean, that their
products—lumber, shingles, salmon, fruits, bops, wool, and other
producte—be most widely distributed at the least possible expense
throughout the United SBtates: Now therefore be It

[ Resolved by the following civie bodies of the State of Washingion
viz, the New Secattle Chamber of Commerce, the Tacoma Commercia
Club and Chamber of Commerce, the Olympia Chamber of Commerce, the
Bellingham Chamber of Commerce, the Everelt Chamber of Commerce,
the Port Townsend Commercial Cludb, the Aberdeen Chamber of Com-
merce, the Hoquiam Chamber of Commerce, the Bremerton Commcreial
Club, the Raymond Commercial Club, through their representatives in
conference assembled, That there should be no tolls charged through the
Panama Canal to v ls flying the American flag engaged In coastwise
traffic of the United States: And be It further

* Resolvued, That we heartlly approve of the legislatlon recommended
vy President Taft in his message to Congress of December 6, 1910, read-
ing as follows: ‘I can not clos2 this reference to the canal without su%-
gesting as a wise amendment to the interstate-commerce laws a provi-
slon prohibiting interstate-commerce railroads from owning or con-
trolling ships engaged in the trade through the Panama Canal. I be-
lieve such a provision may be needed to save to the people of the United
States the benefits of the competition in trade between the eastern and
}vestttttarn seaboards which this canal was constructed to secure:’ Be it
urther

“ Resolved, That a cogy of these resolutions be sent to each Senator
and Representative of the States west of the Rocky Mountains and of
the Btates bordering on the Atlantic and Gulf of Mexico and of the
States in the Mlssisslp?l and Missouri River Valleys, and that these
resolutions be accompanied by a request to the Senators and Represent-
nt{wés :Efttlla]e State of Washington to support and vote for such arrange-
ment of tolls.”

lgigsolutions adopted by New Orleans Progressive Union, February 9,

“(1) The New Orleans Progressive Unicn Indorses the proposition
that American vessels engaged in coastwise trade shall pay no tolls in
passing through the Panama Canal.

“(2) Should it be found necessary that American ships engaged In
foreign trade shall pay tollage, the United States Government, by draw-
back, rebate, or otherwise, shall refund amount to such American vessels.

“{3) In the fixing of tolls for vessels passing through the Panama
Canal the President shall have the right to reduce tolls to meet competi-
tion or other conditions that may arise, after 90 days’ notice. _

"(4!) If the conditions at any time be found that the canal should be
entirely free, that the rebate referred to In section 2 shall nevertheless
continue to American vessels.”

Resolutions adopted by Central Labor Council of Portland, Orez., Oe-
tober 10, 1911:

* RResolved, That It is the sense of this meeting that there should be
no tolls charged through the canal to coastwise vessels flylng the Amerl-
can flag; and be it further 2

“ Resolved, That we approve of amendments to the present Interstate-
commerce laws provisions prohibiting railroads under thelr jurisdiction
from. owning or controllin, shlgs engaged in the trade through the
Panama Canal, to the effect that the people of the United States may
have the benefits resulting In competition between the Atlantie and
Pacific seaboards, for which purpose this canal was primarily intended.”

Resolutlons adopted by the Merchants' Asseciation of New York March

5, 19012:

“ Whercas the United States, by act of Cani!ﬁ!sﬂ szed in 1884, made
the following declaration of policy regarding tolls or charges relative
to waterways acquired or constructed by the Federal Government :
“No tolls or operating charges ghall be levied upon or collected from
any vessel, dredge, or other water ¢raft for passing through any lock,
canal, canalized river, or other work for the use of and benefit of
navigation now belonging to the United States, or that may be here-
after acquired or constructed’; and

“ Whereas, under that policy, which is still in operation, the United
States has expended on local waterway developments nearly $700,-
000,000 at the general expense of the whole country; and

“ Whereas the Federal Government, In addition to its vast expenditures
of dpublic funds upon internal and seacoast waterways, for the use
and benefit of all sections and of all the people, free from imposition
of tolls or charges for the use thereof, has also made vast grants of
public lands of incaleunlable present value to the transcontinental
railways to promote their construction and the interests of the whole
country, especially of the sections which they directly serve; and

YWhereas the Panama Canal is construocted primarily because of the

military and economic necessities of the entire United States, and

when completed will be of direct commercial benefit to a larger area
of the country than any other waterway ever constructed or improved
by the Federal Government; and
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# Whereas the extension of the general policy of freedom from tolls to
the domestic coastwise commerce of the United States passing through
the Panama Canal can not create a discrimination agalnst any other
nation or its citizens or subjects in respect to the conditions or
chorges of traflle or otherwlse because of the fact that no such nation
has been or nmow is permitted by law to engage in such coastwise
commerce, which law was in operation and contemplation at the time
of the ne{ﬁmt.lation and ratifieation of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty; and

% Whereas the provision of the Hay-Pauncefote treaty appears to relate
to the avoidance of diseriminations between the nations and therefore
does not pertain to our domestic coastwise trade, In the treatment of
which there cam be no snch discrimination as prohibited in sald

treaty : Now, therefore, be it J
“Resolved, That the report of the g al committee on tolls on coast-
anama Canal, dated February 28,

wise commerce passing through the
1912, be, and hereby is, approved ; and be it further

“Resolved, That the Merchants' Assoclation of New York op the
proposition of imposing any tolls, whatsoever upon the domestic coast-
wise commeree of the United States passing through the Panama Canal
unless it be determined, by competent authority, that the imposing of
such tolls is required in fulfillment of our treaty obligations.”™

Resolutions adopted by the Chamber of Commerce of the State of
New York, March 7, 1912:

“Regolved, That the Chamber of Commerce of the State of New
York earnestly urges the President of the United States and the Con-
gress, while honorably carry!ng_lnut all existing treaties or obllgations
entered Into with foreign countries, to arrange the tolls on the Panama
Canal so as to carefully protect American interests and b about
the uphuilding of our merchant marine; and that we advocate, as a
measure to this end, that the rates of toll on vessels engaged in the
coastal trade shall be mot over one-third the rates charged on vessels
engagedd iz:ed.deep-sea business, or free if necessary to accomplish pur-
poses des

“Resolved, That coples of this resolution be forwarded to the Presi-
dent, the Becretary of War, the Secretary of the Navy, and to all Aem-
bers of the United States Benate and the House of Representatives."

Resolutions adopted by the Maritime Association of the Port of New
York, July 12, 1911:

“ Where from present indications, the Panama Canal will be ready
for use by merchant shipping in about two years’ time; an

“YWhereas it is necessary that those contemplating the operation of
vessels through the canal should be informed at the earliest possible
moment regarding the ref'u.lations that will govern said operation,
so that sufliclent time will be given to conform with every require-

ment : erefore be It

“ Resolved, That Co be strongly urged to enact at this session
such legislation as will enable the President to fix the tolls to be
charged for the-use of the canal, it being the consensus of opinion of
this committee that in the fixing of said tolls American vesse}s should
be exempted from all charges.”

Resolutions adopted byg;lie New York Board of Trade and Trans-

portation, December 13, 1
*Whereas the Panama Canal is be constructed by the United Btates
Government, and the ple of the United States are paying the
whole cost thereof, and will be obliged to pay the cost mainte-
nance and repairs, whether the revenues are adequate or not; and
Whercas the xgieapls of the United States have entered upon this great
work chiefly for the benefit that it will be to our own commerce ; and
Whereas the construction of the Panams Canal by the United States
will not give to the American people the full measure of benefits
they are entitled to If our commerce is comggéIeﬂ to pay the same
tolls that other peoples are ulred to pay: erefore
“Resolved, That, baving expended so large a sum in constructing the
Fanama Canal, the people of the Unitad States are entitled to receive
the fullest possible advantages therefrom ; that other nations should be
germitted to use the canal upon reasomahle terms alike to all; that
merican vessels in the fore trade should ﬁpay the same tolls as
vessels of other nations, unless existing treaties would rmit such
American vessels to Pass free ; that the commerce of the United Btates
pass between United Btates' ports shounld be allowed free passage
tbroug the Panama Canal in all ships of American reglst and
51%:?1 be regarded and regulated as coastwise commerce of the United

oS,

“Rresolved, That we tition the Government and Congress of the
United States to give the most serlous consideration to the enactment
of laws declaring commerce between American gfnrtn. fasaln through
the Panama Canal, as coastwise commerce of e United States and
free of tolls, ard, if treaty provisions or commercial conventions which
have provisions for termination by notice from elther party wilil per-
mit, to also consider the making of the Panama Canal free to all vessels
of American registry."” .

ADJOURNMENT,

Mr., UNDERWOOD, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House
do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 20
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Friday,
March 22, 1912, at 12 o'clock noon.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of
War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of Engineers,
report of examination and survey of Mystic River, Conn. (H.
Doec. No. 637), was taken from the Speaker's table, referred to
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be
printed with illustrations.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS. ]

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev-
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows:

Mr. KOPP, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which
was referred the bill (H. R, 20193) authorizing the Secretary
of the Navy to pay a cash reward for suggestions submitted by

civilian employees of the Navy Department for improvement or
economy in manufacturing proecesses or plant, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 436),
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. SULZER, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to
which was referred the joint resolution (I J. Res. 251) pro-
viding for the participation of the United States in the councils
of the International Prison Commission, reported the same
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 437), which
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. CURLEY, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to
which was refered the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 234) making
provision for the Fifth International Congress of Chambers of
Commerce and Commercial and Industrial Associations, re-
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report
(No. 438), which said bill and report were referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XTIIT,

Mr. GRAY, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was
referred sundry bills of the House, reported in lieu thereof the
bill (H. R. 22194) granting pensions and increase of pensions
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy
and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil
War and to widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers
and sailors, accompanied by a report (No. 435), which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Military
Affairs was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H R.
22192) for the relief of the estate of Peter McEnery, deceased,
and the same was referred to the Committee on War Claims.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows':

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 22195) to reduce the
duties on wool and manufactures of wool; to the Committee on
Ways and Means,

By Mr. REILLY : A bill (H. R. 22196) to provide for the pur-
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at
Branford, in the State of Connecticut; to the Committee on
Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 22197) to provide for the en-
largement, extension, remodeling, and improvement of the post-
office building at Kirksville, Mo., and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. GREGG of Texas: A bill (H. R. 22198) to exempt
from the payment of duty the articles at the Galveston Cotton
Carnival, te be held in the city of Galveston, State of Texas,
August 8 to 18, inclusive, 1912; to the Committee on Ways and
Means,

Also, a bill (H. R. 22199) fo establish a subport of eniry and
delivery at Port Bolivar, in the State of Texas; to the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means.

By Mr, WILLIS: A bill (H. R. 22200) to provide for the erec-
tion of a monument to soldiers of the War of 1812 at Fort Me-
Arthur, Hardin County, Ohio; to the Committee on the Library.

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 22201) to provide for the
manufacture and installation of dummy armament and its ac-
cessories for the armories of the Coast Artillery Reserves of the
Organized Militia ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. HANNA: Abill (H. R. 22202) to amend section 4884
of the Revised Statuies of the United States; to the Committee
on Patents.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22203) to amend section 4919 of the Revised
Statutes of the United States; to the Committee on Patents,

By Mr. EAHN: A bill (H. R. 22204) granting a right of way
to the Panama-Pacific International Exposition Co., or any
other party or parties approved by the Secretary of War, across

-the Fort Mason Military Reservation in California; to the Com-

mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 22205) for the acquisition
of a site and the erection of a building thereon at Montelair,
N. J.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds,

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 222006) providing for the
filling in of the ponds and lowlands of the Fort Taylor Military
Reservation, Fla.; to the Committee on Military Affairs,
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By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 22207) to
regulate the development of hydroelectric power in the navigable
waterways of the United States; to the Committee on Rivers
and Harbors.

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 22208) to
regulate the issuance of restraining orders and injunctions and
procedure thereon, and to limit the meaning of * conspiracy " in
certain cases; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 22209) providing for the
disposition of effects of deceased patients of the Public Health
and Marine-Hospital Service and of certain deceased officers
and men connected with the Army; to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. CARTER : A bill (H. R. 22210) to authorize the Choe-
taw and Chickasaw Indians to bring suit in the Court of Claims,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. KNOWLAND: A bill (H, R. 22211) to provide for
enlarging of Federal building at Oakland, Cal., and for the pur-
chase of additional land; to the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds.

By Mr. STEENERSON: Resolution (H. Res. 452) for the
appointment of a special committee to investigate an alleged
combination of coal dealers at the head of Lake Superior, in
the States of Minnesota and Wisconsin, and to ascertain whether
such combination is in violation of the antitrust law and in
resiraint of interstate commerce, and report recommendation
thereon to Congress; to the Commiftee on Rules.

By Mr. DIFENDERFER : Resolution (H. Res. 453) calling
upon the Secretary of War for certain information regarding
the printing of document entitled “ Three-year Enlistment for
the Army " in the Government Printing Office at public expense;
to the Committee on Expenditures in the War Department.

By Mr. JACKSON: Resolution (H. Res. 454) requesting the
Secretary of the Interior to make an investigation concerning an
international agreement as to a world alphabet; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. :

By Mr. FORNES: Memorial from the Senate of the State of
New York, requesting the President, Secretary of the Navy,
and Representatives in Congress from this State to use their
influence in favor of having one new battleship built at United
ﬁ};tes navy yard, Brooklyn, N. X.; to the Committee on Naval

fairs.

Also, memorial from the General Assembly of the State of
New York, favoring the improvement of the inlet to Lake
Champlain; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors,

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. GRAY: A bill (H. R. 22194) granting pensions and
increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regu-
lar Army and Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of wars
other than the Civil War, and to widows and dependent rela-
tives of such soldiers and sailors; to the Committee of the
Whole House.

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 22212) granting a pension to
Mary E. Snider; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BINGHAM : A bill (H. R. 22213) granting a pension
to William H. Shands; to the Committee on Pensions.

DBy Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 22214) for the relief of
lieirs or estate of J, H, Christian, deceased ; to the Committee on
War Claims.

By Mr. CARTER : A bill (H. R. 22215) granting an honorable
di;charge to Robert F. Hamilton; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22216) for the relief of the heirs of James
B. and Martha P. Young, deceased; to the Committee on War
Claims.

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 22217) for the relief of
leirs or estate of W. R. Smith, deceased; to the Committee on
War Claims.

By Mr. COVINGTON: A bill (H. R. 22218) for the relief of
William E. Bradshaw; to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. CURRIER : A bill (H. R. 22219) granting an increase
of pension to Anne H. Griffin; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 22220) for the relief of
the heirs of Paul A. Tullis; to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 22221) granting an increase
of pension to Robert Myers; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 22222) granting an in-
crease of pension to Walter D, Pettit; to the €ommitiee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22223) granting an Increase of pension fo
Daniel T. Chapman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FRANCIS: A bill (H. R. 22224) granting an increase
of pension to James 8. Stewart; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, o bill (H. R. 22225) granting an increase of pensien to
George W. Gutherie; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22220) granting a pension to Elmer E.
Wilson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GARNER (by request) : A bill (H. R. 22227) for the
relief of W. E. Callahan; to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: A bill (H. R. 22228) granting a pen-
sion to Jacob Mandelbaum ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HANNA: A bill (H. R. 22229) granting an increase
of pension to Sarah J. Dunabey; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions. :

By Mr. HENSLEY: A bill (H. R. 22230) granting a pension
to Catherine McHenry ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 22231) grant-
ing a pension to Franklin Peters; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions. .

By Mr. JACKSON: A bill (H. I:. 22232) granting an increase
of pension to Alexander Chisholm; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions. .

Also, a bill (H. R. 22233) granting an increase of pension to
Jaeob J, Howard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (II. R. 22234) granting a peansion to
Josiah George Swinney; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22235) granting a pension to Anna AL
Spaulding ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22286) granting a pension to Catherine T.
Bagan; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 22237) granting an increase of pension to
Moses Frankel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 22238) for the relief of the legal heirs of
A. Ii. Holzheld; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 22259) granting a pension
to Clara Vinson Weaver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22240) granting a pension to Caroline L.
Mason ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ;

By Mr. LITTLEPAGE: A bill (H. R. 22241) granting an in-
crease of pension to Charles P, Griffith; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. McHENRY: A bill (H. R. 22242) for the relief of
Samuel J. Pealer; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. McKELLAR : A bill (H. R. 22243) for the reliei of
heirs of John Rabb, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims,

By Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 22244) grant-
ing an inerease of pension to Jennie T. Vought; to the Commit-
tee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. It, 22245) granting an incresse of pension to
Angeline G. Lee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Algo, a bill (H. R. 22246) granting a pension to James A,
Galloway; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 22247) for the relie? of
heirs of James Kerr, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 22248) granting an increiase
of pension to George W. Maggl; to the Commiittee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. RUBEY : A bill (H. R. 22249) for the relief of Joseph
L. A. Daugherty; to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 22250) granting an
inerease of pension to David (. Lingle; to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 22251) graniing an in-
crease of pension to Henry B. Anderson; to the Conuni{tee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22252) granting an increase of pension to
Joseph Veo; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SELLS: A bill (H. Id. 22253) granting a pension to
Margaret Stephenson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22254) granting a pension to Solomon 8.
Crosswhite; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 22255) for the relief of R. N., A. T,, and
F. I. Dosser; to the Committee on War Clains,

Also, a bill (H. .. 22256) granting a peunsion to Mary . Con-
stable; to the Committee on Pengions.

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. It. 22257) for
the relief of Leo Miiller; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. THISTLEWOOD : A bill (I. R. 22258) granting an
increase of pension to Nicholas A. Devore; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WILDER : A bill (H. IR, 22259) granting an iacrease
of pension to Ellen C. Lewis; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,
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By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. . 22260) granting
a pension to Lydia C. Norton; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By the SPEHAKER: Memorial of the Board of Trade of the
city of Chicago, relative to legislation affecting the Diplomatic
and Consular Service; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

Also, memorial of the Los Angeles (Cal.) Chamber of Com-
merce, urging that no tolls be charged American ships through
the Panama Canal; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

Also, memorial of the Philadelphia Chamber of Commerce,
for legislation to prohibit transcontinental railroads from op-
erating steamship companies through the Panama Canal; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, memorial of the Maritime Exchange of New York City,
commending Congress for its action with respect to the battle-
ship Maine; to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. ANDERSON of Minnesota : Petition of H. O. Hanson
and 12 others, of Rushford, Minn., against extension of the par-
i:%el-post system; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post

oads.

By Mr. ANSBERRY: Petition of membership of Rinler
Grange, No. 1406, Vaughnsville, Ohio, requesting vote for par-
i;el-post bill; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post

oads. =

By Mr. AYERS: Memorial of the Maritime Association of
the port of New York, commending Congress for its public-
spirited action in providing funds for raising of the U. 8. battle-
ship Maine, with resolutions adopted on March 15, the day the
Maine was committed to its last resting place in the sea; to
the Committee on Naval AfTairs.

By Mr. BOWMAN: Memorials of Barney Oakley, of Dallas;
H. P. Armsby, of State College; G. M. Van Tuyle, of Pittston;
H. E. Roselle, of Pittston; and O. L. Goodwin, of Pittston, all
in the State of Pennsylvania, favoring parcel-post legislation
and extension; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post
Roads.

By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: Memorial of St. Peter Benev-
olent Society, of Beaver Dam, Wis, protesting against the
resolution of inquiry concerning Government institutions in
which American citizens wearing the habit of various religious
orders are employed; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

Also, memorial of the Germania Maennerchor of Fond du Lac,
Wis., protesting against the passage of any of the prohibition
or interstate liguor measures now pending; to the Committee on
the Judiciary. !

By Mr. CANDLER : Papers to accompany bill for the relief
%‘]!a (’estate of W. R. Smith, deceased; to the Committee on War

ms.

Also, petition of the Presbyterian Church of Westfield, Union
County, N. J., and from 144 voters in Buchanan, Berrien County,
Mich., for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard bill on the sub-
ject of liquor shipments into “ dry ” territory; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CATLIN: Memorial of the Merchants’ Exchange of
St. Louis, and memorial of the Mexico Commercial Club, favor-
ing the passage of Senate bill 4308 and a duplicate thereof
(H. It. 17736), making 1-cent rate of postage on ordinary letters;
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, memorial of the board of directors of the Merchants’
Exchange of St. Louis, urging an appropriation of not less than
$100,000 per annum to carry on the work of the Grain Standard-
ization Bureau of the Department of Agriculture, and to estab-
lish and maintain a laboratory at St. Louis, Mo.; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

Also, memorial of the American Association of Foreign Lan-
guage Newspapers, opposing an educational gualification for
admission of immigrants into the United States; to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, memorial of Holy Ghost Benevolent Society, of St
Louis, Mo., against the resolution of inguiry introduced in the
House of Representatives concerning Government institutions
in which American citizens wearing the habit of various reli-
gious orders are employed ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs,

Also, memorial of St. Liborius Young AMen's Sodality, of St.
Lonis, Mo., against the resolution of inguiry introduced in the
House of Representatives concerning Government institutions
in which American citizens wearing the habit of various reli-
gious orders are employed ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

Also, memoria] of St. Barbara’s Branch, No. 114, of Bt. Louis,
Mo., against the resolution of inguiry introduced in the House

of Representatives concerning Government institutions in which
American citizens wearing the habit of various religious orders
are employed ; to the Committee on Indian Affalrs.

By Mr. CURLEY : Memorial of a commitiee of citizens named
to investigate the strike in Lawrence, Mass.; fo the Committee
on Rules.

By Mr. FORNES: Memorial of Naval Camp, No. 49, United
States Spanish War Veterans, Department of New York, at
Brooklyn, N. Y., advocating Mr. Crago’s pension bill (H. R.
17470), signed by William Hansen, commander, and Frank I
Penner, adjutant; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, memorial of the Maritime Association of the port of
New York, on the occasion of the committing the wrecked
United States battleship Maine to its last resting place March
15, commending Congress for its patriotism in providing funds
for raising the ship from Habana Harbor; to the Committee on
Naval Affairs.

Also, memorial of the Brooklyn League, urging that one of
the proposed new battleships shall be constructed at the Brook-
lyn Navy Yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs

By Mr. FRANCIS: Petition of Russell Cash, of Bellaire,
Ohio, and T others of Neffs, Ohio, protesting against the passage
of the parcel-post law; to the Committee on the Post Office and
Post Roads.

Also, petition by members of Cassville (Ohio) Grange No.
1765, Patrons of Husbandry, favoring the parcel post; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of R. G. Hogue end other citizens of Belmont,
Ohio, and vicinity, favoring the passage of the Sulzer bill (H. R.
14) to reduce postal rates, to improve the postal service, and to
increase postal revenues; to the Committee on the Post Office
and Post Roads.

Also, petition of John J. Sheehan, of Bellaire, Ohio, and divers
other citizens of Bellaire and Martins Ferry, favoring the in-
sertion of a clause in the naval appropriation bill providing for
the building of one battleship in a Government navy yard; to
the Commitiee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Rockford Brass Works, of
Rockford, IlL, against the passage of the Campbell bill (H. R.
16844) relating to placing of manufacturer’s own name on
manufactured articles, ete.; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce. X

Also, petition of W, H. Rowan, H. R. Puterbaugh, T. B. Rich-
ardson, M. E. Humphrey, C. G. Humphrey, and Albert Larson,
all of Belvidere, I1l., in favor of a parcel post; to the Com-
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of E. P. Lathrop, of Rockford, Ill., favoring the
passage of the Pepper bill, relating to withdrawal of alcohol
from revenue tax under certain conditions, ete.; to the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Local Union No. 224 and numerous citizens
of La Salle, Ill, in favor of the construction of one battleship
in the New York Navy Yard; to the Committee on Naval
Affairs.

Also, petition of I. K. Neely, of La Salle, Ill., against a par-
cel post until after investigation by an impartial commission,
ete.; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petitions of Howard (. Collins, W. J. Ferguson, and
George W. Collins, all of Rockford, IlL, in favor of a pareel
post; to the Committee on the Pogt Office and Post Roads,

Also, petitions of W. B. Neff, . F. and Roy L. Craig, and
Roy E. Blackmer, all of Kirkland, Ill, in faver of a parcel
post, ete.; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Petition of a Germuan society of Chi-
cago, 111, protesting against further restriction of immigration;
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Jacob Alandel-
baum ; to the Committee on Invalld Pensions.

Also, memorial of Edward Lauterbach, president of the Na-
tional Liberal Immigration League for the Proper Regulation
and Better Distribution of Immigration, 150 Nassau Street, New
York, setting out condition of affairs of the league; to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, memorial of the International Dry Farming Congroess,
with the resolution adepted at Lethbridge, Alberta, Canada, sef-
ting out conditions of homesteaders in the mountain districts
and recommending that an additional year's absence be granted
without deducting time for such absence; to the Committee on
the Public Lands. ]

By Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of C. A. Torkelson, of St
James, Minn,, and 76 other residents of second congressional
disiriet of Minnesota, favoring parcel post; to the Commitfee
on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. HANNA : Petltion of A. O. Brown, jeweler, and other
citizens of Hettinger, N. Dak., and V. E. Maynard and other
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citizens, of Bismarck, N. Dalk., oppesing parcel-post extension;
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads

Also, petition of C. 8. Erickson, Palermo, N. Dak., in favor of
reduction of tax on raw and refined sugar; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Also, petition of J. F. Barker and other citizens, of Egeland,
N. Dak., .favoring the repeal of Canadian reciprocity; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, memorial of Minot Socialist Loeal, Minot, N. Dak., fa-
voring enfranchisement of women; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

Also, memorial of St. Johannas Mutual Aid and Benefit As-
sociation and citizens of Richland County, N. Dak., protesting
against resolution of inquiry concerning Government institutions
in which American citizens wearing the habit of various re-
ligious orders are employed ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

Also, petition of 30 dairymen and ecitizens of Rhein, N. Dak.,
protesting against the Lever oleomargarine bill; to the Commit-
tee on Agriculture.

By Mr. KAHN: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of
the heirs of A. R. Holzheid; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, papers to accompany bills for the relief of Aoses
Frankel and Anna M. Spaulding; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany bills for the relief of Catherine T.
gngnu and Josiah George Swinney; to the Commlttee on Pen-

ons.

By Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania : Memorial of tha German-Amer-
ican Alliance of Pottsville, Pa., protesting against the passage
of any prohibition or iuterstate liquor legislation; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of 2 number of Michigan merchants,
against parcel post; to the Committee on the Post Office and
Post Roads.

By Mr. LOUD : Petition of Fred L. Scott and 37 other voters
of Arenac and Ogemaw Counties, Mich.,, favoring the passage
oif the Kenyon-Sheppard bill; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of Arthur W. Wellington and
others, of Weston, Mass., favoring parcel-post law; to the Com-
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. McHENRY : Petition of Columbia Grange, No. 40,
Patrons of Husbandry, Stillwater, Pa., favoring parcel-post leg-
islation; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

DBy Mr. MANN: Petition of Los Angeles (Cal.) Chamber of
Commerce, urging that no tolls be charged American ships
through the Panama Canal; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. MOTT: Petition of Peter J. Mooney, of Fulton, N. Y.,
and 20 others, favoring the passage of the Berger old-age pen-
sion bill; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. NEEDHAM : Memorial of the Emeryville Civie Cen-
ter, of Emeryville, Cal, asking Congress to appropriate funds
needed to prosecute violations of the law forbidding the white-
slave traffie; to the Committee on Appropriations.

Also, memorln.l of the Chamber of Commerce, Lo Angeles,
Cal., protesting against the policy of charging tolls through
the Panamu Canal to vessels flying the United States flag and
approving the recommendations of President Taft in his mes-
sage of December 6, 1910, forbidding interstate-commerce rail-
roads from owning or controlling ships engaged in trade
through the canal; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

By Mr. OLDFIELD : Papers to accompany bill for the relief
of estate of James Kerr; to the Committee on War Claims,

By Mr. OLMSTED : Petition of Newton Grange, Cumberland
County, Pa., and of Penn Grange, No. 1485, Cumberland County,
Pa., urging the passage of House bill 19138, providing for a sys-
tem of parcel post; to the Committee on the Post Office and
Post Roads.

Also, petition of Penn Grange, No. 1485, Penn Township,
Cumberland County, Pa., urging the passage of the bill prohib-
iting the coloring of oleomargarine; to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

By Mr. PICKETT : Petition of Mrs. W. W. Marsh, president
of Woman’s Club, and 46 other members, of Waterloo, request-
ing the preservation of the Falls of Niagara; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition of 24 citizens of Waterloo, Towa, urging that a
clause be inserted in naval appropriation bill providing for the
building of one battleship in a Government navy yard; to the
Committee on Naval Affairs.

Also, petition of 17 citizens of Cresco, Iowa, protesting against
the enactment of a parcel post; to the Committee on the Post
Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. REDFIELD : Memorial of the Brooklyn League, for
construction of one battleship in the Brooklyn Navy Yard; to
the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. REILLY: Petition of Owenoco Tribe of Improved
Order of Red Men, favoring Senate bill 3593 and House bill
16313, for the erection of an Indian memorial and museum in
Washingten, D. C.; to the Committee on the Library.

By Mr. STEENERSON : Memorial of City Council of Thief
River Falls, Minn., asking for congressional investigation of
combination of coal dealers at head of Lake Superior; to the
Committee on Rules.

By Mr. SULZER: Memorial of Tompkins County (N. Y.)
Pomona Grange, relative to oleomargarine legisiation; to the
Committee on Agriculture.

Also, memorial of the Alumni Association of the New York
Nautical School, relative to establishing marine schools, ete.;
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

Also, petition of citizens of Toone, Tenn., for parcel-post legis-
lation; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, memorial of the Maritime Exchange of New York City,
indorsing the action of Congress with respact to the battleship
Muaine; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

Also, memorial of the New York State Senate, for construc-
tion of one battleship in the Brooklyn Navy Yard; to the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs.

Also, memorial of the Brooklyn League, for the construetion
of one battleship in the Brooklyn Navy Yard; to the Committee
on Naval Affairs.

Also, petition of the Coppersmiths’ Union of New York, for
construction of one battleship at the Brooklyn Navy Yard to
the Commitfee on Naval Affairs.

Also, petitions of William Klein, W. E. Bloch, Joseph Good- -
man, H. B. Levy, Weiss Amusement Co., and Pathé Fréres, of
New York City, for amending the copyright act of 1909; to the
Committee on Patents.

Also, petitions of the New York Board of Trade and Trans-
portation, the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, Cal.,
and the Commercial Club of Council Bluffs, Towa, for an appro-
priation to enable the United States Government to participate
in the Fifth International Congress of Chambers of Commerce;
to the Committee on Appropriations. -

Alsgo, petitions of Maurice Simmons, commander in chief
United Spanish War Veterans, and Camps Nos. 10 and 49,
United Spanish War Veterans, for enactment of House bill
17470 ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of
New York, relative to toll rates through the Panama Canal; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, memorial of the New York State Assembly, for improve-
ment of the Lake Champlain inlet; to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce,

Also, petition of F. K. Vogel, of New York City, protesting
against passage of House bill 16544; to the Committes on In-
terstate and Foreign Commerce,

Also, memorials of boards of trade of New York City, Phila-
delphia, Akron, Ohio, and Elizabeth, N. J., indorsing House bill
20044 ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, memorial of McKesson & Robbins, of New York City,
for certain amendment to the chemical schedule; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of United Garment Workers of America, for
enactment of the Esch phosphorus bill; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Also, petition of J. W.. Simonson, of Brooklyn, N. Y., urging
passage of House bill 21530, for the relief of Frank Bowers; to
the Commitiee on Claims.

Also, petition of American Veterans of Foreign Service, for
payment of traveling allowances, etc., of certain volunteer or-
ganizations for service in the Philippines; to the Committee on
Claims.

By Mr. TAGGART : Petitions of citizens of the State of Kan-
sas, asking that the duties on raw and refined sugars be re-
duced ; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petitions of citizens of the State of Kansas, for legisla-
tion prohibiting *the manufacture and sale of intoxicants for
use as a beverage, ete.; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of citizens of Kansas City, Kans,, for old-age
pensions; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, memorial of the Commercial Club of Topeka, Kans., for
a domestic immigration policy; to the Commititee on Immigra-
tion and Naturalization.

Also, memorial of the Kansas State Horticultural Soclety, for
a general parcel-post system; to the Committee on the Post
Office and Post Roads.
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Algo, petitions of citizens of the State of Kansas, protesting
against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post
Office and Post Roads.

Also, petitions of the Mothers’ Club and churches in Iola,
Kans., for enactment of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Alsgo, petitions of German societies in the State of Kansas,
protesting against prohibition or interstate liquor legislation;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Maryland Association of Certified Publie
Accountants, protesting against employment by the United
States Government of chartered accountants to the exclusion of
certified public accountants; to the Committee on Expenditures
in the Navy Department.

Also, petition of the Board of Commissioners of Highways of
Grant Township, Douglas County, Kans., for improvement of
the highway between Forts Leavenworth and Riley, in Kansas;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Algo, memorials of the Wisconsin Country Life Conference
Association and the Golden Belt Educational Association, of
Kansas, for establishing agricultural extension departments in
connection with agricultural colleges; to the Committee on
Agriculture. !

Also, memorial of the Board of Commissioners of Kansas
City, Kans,, for improvement of a certain portion of the Mis-
souri River: to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

Also, petition of Post No. 51, Department of Kansas, Grand
Army of the Republic, protesting against proposed incorpora-
tion of the Grand Army of the Republic; to the Committee on
the District of Columbia.

Also, petition of members of Improved Order of Red Men of
second fongressional district of Kansas, for an American Indian
memorial and museum building in the city of Washington, D. C.;
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburg,
Kans., for 1-cent letter postage; to the Committee on the Post
Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of George Cleveland and 60 other
citizens of Delaware County, Ohio, asking for the extension of the
parcel post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

SENATE.
Fripay, March 22, 1912.

The Senate met at 2 o'clock p. m.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D, D.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's
proceedings when, on request of Mr., GarriNger and by unani-
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with.

FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of
the Senate to the bill (IL. R. 20111) making appropriations for
fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament
thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and
gervice, and for other purposes, and requesting a conference
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
thereon.

Mr. PERKINS. I move that the Senate insist on its amend-
ments and agree to the conference asked for by the House, and
that the Chair appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to, and the Vice President appointed
Mr. Pergins, Mr. Saoor, and Mr. OverMAN conferees on the
part of the Senate.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K.
Hempstead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had
agreed to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 19342)
to amend section 2455 of the Revised Statutes of the United
States, relating to isolated tracts of public land. .

The message also announced that the House had passed the
bill (8. 23475) extending the time of payment to certain home-
steaders on the Cheyenne River Indian Reservation, in the State
of South Dalkota, and on the Standing Rock Indian Reservation,
in the Stafes of South Dakota and North Dakota, with amend-
ments, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate.

The message further anncunced that the Hounse had passed
the following bills and jdint resolutions, in which it requested
the concurrence of the Senate:

. R. 1332, An act regulating Indian allotments disposed of by
will ;

H. R.1647. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to in-
crease the limit of cost of certain public buildings, to authorize

the purchase of sites for public buildings, to anthorize the erec-
tion and completion of public buildings, and for other purposes ™ ;

H.R.12211. An act to amend the act of February 18, 1909
(35 Stat. L., p. 626) entitled “An act to create the Calaveras
Big Tree National Forest, and for other purposes ™ ;

H. R.13417. An act granting unsurveyed and unattached
islands to the State of Wisconsin for forestry purposes;

H. R. 14925. An act to amend “An act to parole United States
prisoners, and for other purposes,” approved June 25, 1910;

H. R.16101. An act providing for patents to homesteads on the
ceded portion of the Wind River Ileservation in Wyoming;

II. R.18661. An act to provide for an extension of time of
payment of all unpaid payments due from homesteaders on the
Coeur d'Alene Indian Reservation, as provided for under an act
of Congress approved June 21, 1906;

H. R.16071. An act granting extension of time to the St
Cloud Electric Power Co. to construct a dam across the Mis-
sissippi River;

H. R.19418. An act to amend section 5 of an act entitled “An
act to regulate fees and costs, and for other purposes,” ap-
proved February 22, 1875;

H. It. 20347. An act to authorize the Dixie Power Co. to con-
struct a dam across White River at or near Cotter, Ark.;

H. R. 20491. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior
to grant further extension of time within which to make proof
on desert-land entries;

H. I&. 21597, An act granting pensions and increase of pensions
to certain soldlers and sailors of the Civil War and certain
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors of
said war;

H. J. Res, 239. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of
War to deliver a condemned cannon to the Army and Navy
Union, United States of America;

H. J. Res. 263, Joint resolution to authorize allotments to
Indians of the Fort Berthold Indian Reservation, N. Dak., of
lands valuable for coal; and

H. J. Res. 276. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of
Agriculture to make an exhibit at the Fifth National Corn Ex-
hibition, at Columbia, 8. C.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a petition of Cigar Makers’
TLocal Union of Bayamon, P. R., praying for the enactment of
legislation granting to citizens of Porto Rico the right to be-
come citizens of the United States, which was referred to the
Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico.

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Friends
Church of North Loup, Nebr.; of the Woman's Foreign Mis-
sionary Society of Mazon, Ill.; and of -the Woman's Christian
Temperance Unions of Mazon, I1L, and Fulton, Ky., praying for
the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit
the manufacture, sale, and importation of intoxicating liquors,
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. CRAWFORD (for Mr. GamBLE) presented a petition of
sundry citizens of Okmulgee County, Okla., praying that an
appropriation be made to continue the district Indian hgencies
in eastern Oklahoma, which was referred to the Committee on
Indian Affairs.

He also (for Mr. Gamsre) presented memorials of sundry
citizens of Nowata and Durant, Okla., remonstrating against
the discontinuance of the district Indian agencies in easfern
Oklahoma, which were referred to the Committee on Indian
Affairs.

He also (for Mr. GamBLE) presented petitions of sundry citi-
zens of Akron, Iowa; of Bridgewater, Brookings, Centerville,
Sisterville, Meadow, and Sturgis, 8. Dak.; and of Cambria,
Wis.,, praying for the establishment of a parcel-post system,
which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post
Roads.

He also (for Mr. Gamere) presented a petition of members
of the Commercial Club of Ardmore, 8. Dak., praying for the
enactment of a more favorable immigration law, which was
ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. AVETMORE presented resolutions in the nature of a peti-
tion adopted by the Rhode Island Business Men's Association,
in convention at Providence, I&. 1., favoring the enactment of
legisiation to provide for the establishment of an international
commission to investigate the high cost of living, which were
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations,

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of North
Smithfield, R. I., praying for the enactment of an interstate
liquor law fto prevent the *nullification of State liquor laws by
outside dealers, which was referred to the Commiitee on the
Judiciary.

Mr. GALLINGER presented petitions of sundry citizens of
Peterborough, Brookline, and East Alstead, all in the State of
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